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The purpose of this study was to investigate the
contrasting views among African Americans regarding the
issue of abortion. The population included (1) college
students, (2) graduate students, and (3) other adults. The
chronological ages ranged from 19 to 80 or above. Their
religious affiliation was primarily Protestant (65 percent) .
The remaining 35 percent consisted mainly of Catholics,
Muslims, and members of the Jewish faith. The majority had
less than a college education. Their socioeconomic status
consisted of lower middle class to upper upper class.
The Personal Data Survey ana the Reasoning About
Abortion Questionnaire were used to obtain information for
this study. The Personal Data Survey was developed to
obtain specific demographic information about the
participants. The Reasoning About Abortion Questionnaire
was developed to obtain people's views about the abortion
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issue; it consisted of ten personal items, nine moral items,
and one social conventional item.
Based on this research study, it was confirmed that a
majority of tne persons surveyed believed that abortion is a
matter ot personal cnoice. However, when the question was
raised in the context of religion/God, responses did not
change. In the final analysis, this research has shown that
attitude toward abortion is a matter of personal choice.
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The abortion issue has been made into a major con¬
cern for many people. There are serious differences between
people's attitudes, opinions, feelings, and perceptions on
this issue.
Some Reasons for People's Perceptions
Traditionally, we have had a tendency to restrict
our discussions of sex as if this was a secret that was
known by many but discussed by few. Some reasons for this
tendency may have been some of those discussed in the
following sections.
The Spirit of the Times
Knowledge about the reproductive process has not
been fully and freely shared until persons have reached late
adolescence or early adulthood. Earlier in our growth and
developmental stages, persons were separated by gender and
age and provided limited and selected information regarding
1
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the reproductive process. Some people received needed
information too late for maximum benefit to be experienced.
Giving Religious Reasons for Biological Functions
We have very high religious opinions. Our religious
beliefs have been integrated into the fabric of our lives.
The Judeo-Christian ideas have been made parts of the foun¬
dations of our Christian philosophy which we practice and
teach to our children during the early stages of their
lives. We have conditioned ourselves to believe that life-
giving processes are part of our religious heritage; andr
therefore, we view them as being sanctioned by such biblical
statements as: "Suffer little children to come unto me and
forbid them not, for such is the kingdom of God." Strong
beliefs in biblical scriptures can be used to explain
people's religion. Staunch religious believers and practi¬
tioners have deified their religious values, and their lives
are manifestations of their faith in their religion.
God's will is the people's reason for existing. The
faithful believers have surrendered themselves to God's
will. They view the reproductive process as a manifestation
of God's will. When people behave differently from the
religious zealots regarding their perceptions of the
reproductive process, that is, God's will, this different
behavior is perceived by the zealots as being antireligious
and threatening to their religious values.
Conflicting Perceptions of the
Human Reproductive Process
Modern conditions and future projections have been
used to develop the perception that the size of the human
population must be restricted to ensure a comfortable level
of living for the masses of people. Although the human
reproductive process remains constant, people's thoughts
have been affected by a new spirit of the times. The
effects of this newer type of thinking have been manifested
in such behaviors as purposefully restricting the size of
families. When unwanted conceptions occur, efforts are mad
to terminate the development of the fetus. Thus, abortion
is used to cause the fetus to be expelled from the womb of
the potential mother. The people's thinking processes have
been changed from those of the religious zealots described
earlier. This is the serious conflict between the people's
thinking processes on this abortion issue.
Conflicting Ideas About Abortion
The life of a human being has been viewed as a
sacred gift from God. We generally accept this point of
view. Differences in points of view on this matter have
been used by their proponents to intensify interest in and
concern for the effects that religious teachings, theories,
and practices have had and are having on people's opinions,
feelings, points of view, and perceptions about life.
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The Beginning of Life
People seem to hold two basic points of view
regarding the beginning of human life. The older view is
that life begins at conception. Once conception is con¬
firmed, the developing embryo is viewed as a human being,
even though most human behavioral and developmental charac¬
teristics will not have developed. The belief is that there
are inherent potentials and they will develop into human
beings. The concept of human conception and development is
viewed as "the process" of becoming human. Belief in this
concept seems to be rooted in Christian doctrine. This is a
natural process that is generally supported by the Christian
community.
Even good reasons for interrupting this natural
process are not widely supported by the Christian community.
Good reasons for ending pregnancies, such as serious defor¬
mation of the fetus, threats to the mother's life, incest,
and so on, are not generally acceptable as justifications
for inducing abortions. However, such unfortunate incidents
may be tolerated by the Christian community.
Differences in Points of View
Some persons, even in the Christian community, have
developed different points of view regarding the beginnings
of life for human beings. These variations seem to reflect
a more pragmatic view of factors that affect life generally.
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A notion exists that human life begins at some time after
conception, possibly after more development of human charac¬
teristics and, in some cases, after the human being has
become socialized to a specific degree. The pragmatic point
of view may have been significantly influenced by such
factors as: (1) shortage of food and drinking water in the
future; (2) overpopulation of the world with accompaning
reduction in the projective supply of elements, living
facilities, diseases, etc.; (3) the efforts that some coun¬
tries (e.g., China, Japan, etc.) have instituted to restrict
population growth by enforcing restriction of the size of
married couples' families; and (4) the limitations of educa¬
tional opportunities of persons to grow and develop.
Current Attitudes Toward the Abortion Issue
The abortion issue has been used as a medium to
express attitudes toward social, political, religious, and
economic issues generally, but the focus of interest here
is on the intensity of the attitudes expressed about the
abortion issue itself.
The religious zealots have maintained consistent
negative attitudes toward the abortion issue. Some of their
statements have indicated that it is a sin against God to
abort a fetus for any reason. This is their fundamental
position. This notion has been interwoven into their
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Christian values and ethics. This message is profoundly
proclaimed from pulpits of their churches, in the media,
in political activities, and in daily practices. It is
likely that these anti-abortion attitudes will continue to
be fostered and perpetuated by their supporters.
This group of people is referred to as the "anti¬
abortionists" or the "cons" of the abortion issue. Deep
down in their souls, they believe their position on this
issue is consistent with their Christian ethics, which is
viewed as a basic fabric of their value system. Believers
and supporters of this point of view are welcomed into this
group.
There is another strong group of people whose
attitudes toward this abortion issue are said to be less
rigorous. This group is referred to as "pro-choice." The
notion is that women should have the right to abort fetuses
if circumstances, in the judgment of women, warrant such an
action. This stance has very strong supporters among some
people. This notion is in direct opposition to the "con"
group of religious zealots. It seems that these "pro-
choice" supporters will continue to thrive and grow.
This abortion issue is very strongly supported by
large groups of persons holding opposing points of view.
What is the nature of the dynamics operating in this
controversy?
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Statement of the Problem
The behaviors of the "anti-abortion" and "pro-
choice" groups are constantly being influential on their
proponents as well as those persons seeking information
useful in continuing to improve their lives. Perhaps a
reflection on the beliefs and behaviors of the anti-abortion
and pro-choice proponents might be useful in providing
knowledge of and insight into significant trends that can be
useful in planning, developing, and implementing future
population policies.
The writer's interest here was that of investigating
the dynamics of conflicting behaviors of the anti-abortion
and pro-choice proponents of the abortion issue. The
effects of this controversy are felt by proponents of both
sides as well as persons seeking information useful in
determining future trends relating to this issue.
Purpose of the Study
The purpose of this study was to investigate the
dynamics of the anti-abortion and pro-choice proponents of
the abortion issue. More specifically, the purpose of the
study was: (1) to obtain information about anti-abortion
and pro-choice proponents' attitudes toward the issue and
(2) to determine the dynamics of the reasoning processes of




What is the nature of the dynamics operating this
controversy between large groups of persons holding opposing
points of view surrounding the abortion issue?
Definitions of Significant Terms
The important terms used in this study had the
following meanings:
1. The abortion issue: The different opinions
people express regarding a woman's right to have an
abortion.
2. Zealots: People who rigorously maintain their
point of view or beliefs.
3. Pro-choice: An attitude of some people that
advocates a woman's choice to have an abortion.
4. Anti-abortion: An attitude people hold against
abortion.
5. Staunch: An attitude of steadfastly supporting
one's point of view or beliefs.
6. Religious heritage: A consistent tendency for
people to observe and practice their religious customs.
7. Religious attitudes: The ways that people think
about their religions.
8. Cvtotec: The medical name of the pill women
take after becoming pregnant in order to abort
99.Human conception; The fertilization of a
female's egg by a male's sperm.
10. Fetus: The developing human organism from
conception to birth.
11. African American: An American citizen of
African ancestry.
12. African American college student: An American
person of African ancestry who attends a college or
university.
13. Christian community: A community in which
persons reside who adopt and practice the Christian reli¬
gious doctrine.
14. Christian doctrine: People's Christian
religious thoughts and beliefs.
15. Nonreliqious: People with no religious
allegiance.
16. Perceptions: People's mental images of con¬
cepts and objects.
17. Conflicts: Emotional tensions resulting from
incompatible inner needs or drives.
Limitations
In carrying out this study, the writer recognized
the following limitations:
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1. A selected population of African Americans was
used.
2. This population did not include the universe.
Assumptions
The writer made the following assumptions in con¬
ducting this study:
1. The participants were sufficiently familiar with
the abortion issue.
2. The participants willingly provided the informa¬
tion requested.
3. The information provided accurately reflected
the participants' attitudes, opinions, and points of view
about the abortion issue.
Contribution to Educational Knowledge
The writer tried to make a highly credible study.
She is aware of the value of the Doctor of Philosophy degree
and the high quality of research and writing required to
earn this degree. She is knowledgeable of the contributions
other researchers have made to educational knowledge.
In keeping with the spirit of high quality work and
desiring to be a contributor to the depository of valid
literature, the writer hopes this work will be a significant
contribution in the following ways:
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1. It will provide valid information about a very
volatile and controversial issue.
2. The information provided will be useful in
making significant decisions about the abortion issue.
3. The implications and inferences will be useful
to readers and other researchers interested in the issue.
4. The recommendations the writer made will be
interesting to other writers and researchers.
The results of this study can be used to suggest
ways students specifically and people generally can be
helped to deal more effectively with abortions and their
prevention.
CHAPTER II
REVIEW OF THE RELATED LITERATURE
Abortion is a major issue throughout the United
States. In this chapter, the researcher presents relevant
literature on this subject. Points of view on reasoning
about abortion morally, personally, and socially impact the
lives of individuals involved.
Many researchers have been interested in the posi¬
tive and the negative attitudes toward the issue. Through
recent articles, researchers have examined ideological and
attitudinal variables that underscore approval or rejection
of abortion. Some writers have used the issue of abortion
to make inferences about sex and individual differences in
moral and social reasoning in general.
This research encompasses the notion that attitudes
and reasoning about abortion are based on personal charac¬
teristics far beyond sex and individual differences.
Lastly, the researcher describes some psychosocial variables





In the late 1960s and early 1970s, there were
several studies of attitudes toward practice and legaliza¬
tion of abortion (Blake 1971, Jones and Westoff 1972, Mileti
and Barnett 1972, Westoff 1969), The studies focused
primary attention on the description of attitudes toward
abortion and their changes over time. In addition, the
studies showed the relationship between abortion attitudes
and various other social-demographic phenomena. For
example, all of the previously mentioned studies found that
attitudes toward abortion were more favorable among those
with higher educational levels and among non-Catholics
rather than Catholics. However, white women were reported
to be more favorable toward abortion than nonwhite women
(Jones and Westoff 1972, Westoff 1969), although Mileti and
Barnett (1972) found no significant race difference when
other factors, such as income and education, were con¬
trolled. Additional factors found to be related to abortion
attitudes in these studies were city size (Mileti and
Barnett 1972) , age (Westoff 1969) , and gender (Blake 1971).
People from larger cities, women past their childbearing
years, and men were found to be more liberal than others.
In all of these studies, the most important factor in
explaining a person's attitude toward abortion was educa¬
tional attainment. Only two of the above-mentioned studies
looked at any attitudinal correlates of abortion attitudes.
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Westoff (1969) reported that religiosity, as measured by
church participation, was negatively related to liberal
abortion attitudes, especially for Catholics. In addition,
the more children women expected to have, the more negative
were their attitudes toward abortion. Abortion was most
favored by women who also favored contraceptives in general,
who had used oral contraceptives, and who approved of
surgical sterilization as a contraceptive measure.
Mileti and Barnett (1972) suggested that in order to
better understand attitudes, more emphasis would need to be
given to social-psychological factors. Therefore, recent
researchers, such as Granberg (1978) and Singh and Leahy
(1978) , have included attitudinal variables in their
attempts to model abortion attitudes. Now, among the
social-psychologial variables mentioned in the literature as
having some relevance for the development of abortion senti¬
ments are; (1) attitudes toward sexuality, (2) attitudes
toward women's roles, (3) general conservatism in political
and social matters, (4) religiosity, and (5) desire for life
and definition of its beginning. The fact that one's atti¬
tudes toward sexuality have impacts upon one's attitudes
toward abortion implies an active sexuality for the woman
involved. It seems logical that those who hold conservative
views about sexuality would be more likely to oppose abor¬
tion in cases where the sexual behavior was felt to be
deviant. Thus, if one believes that sexual intimacies
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should be confined to marriage, then one might be less
willing to accept the idea of abortion for unmarried women
than those who have more liberal views about sexuality.
Mauss (1975), citing Rossi (1967) and Blake (1971) ,
suggested that one of the most important components of
negative abortion attitudes is a punitiveness toward female
sexuality which finds expression in the denial of abortion
to women. Therefore, ambivalence toward sexuality is a
fairly deep-rooted trait of Judeo-Christian heritage, and it
is likely that this is an important factor in the develop¬
ment of general attitudes toward abortion (Westoff 1971) .
In more recent studies by Granberg (1978) and Singh and
Leahy (1978) , a strong correlation was reported between
sexual permissiveness and liberal attitudes toward abortion.
Attitudes toward women's roles are other factors
that would seem to be strongly related to abortion atti¬
tudes. Much of the support for liberalized abortion laws
has come from women's groups which have been organized for
the promotion of sexual equality in general. Many of the
arguments in support of abortion availability center around
the right of women to determine "when and under what circum¬
stances" they will bear children.
According to Blake (1971) , "reproductive freedom
cannot be separated from any of the other women's rights
issues." Therefore, since women's full participation in
economic and political roles demands an ability to control
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fertility, abortion is seen as a necessary backup to contra¬
ception. Yet, previous empirical tests of the relationship
between sex-role attitudes and abortion attitudes have not
shown them to be strongly correlated. Both Granberg (1978)
and Singh and Leahy (1978) concluded that sex-role attitudes
were "unimportant" in explaining abortion attitudes. Both
of these studies, however, analyzed male and female data
together. Moreover, it may be that males and females differ
in the extent to which they view abortion as a "women's
rights" issue. It seems reasonable to assume that women may
be more likely to view the issue from this perspective than
men, since it is their own roles that are most strongly
impacted by abortion laws. If there is such a sex differ¬
ence, then the analysis of male and female data together
would weaken any correlations that might exist between sex-
role attitudes and abortion attitudes for females. For this
issue especially, it seems reasonable to look at male and
female attitudes and their coit5>onents separately.
Also, general conservatism in political and social
matters has also been suggested as a possible component of
abortion attitudes (Blake 1971) . Both Granberg (1978) and
Singh and Leahy (1978) found little support for the idea
that a person's political ideology was related to abortion
attitudes when other factors were controlled. In other
words, one's religiosity, as measured by church attendance,
has been found to be strongly related to abortion attitudes.
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e.g., Granberg (1978), Westoff (1969). This may be a
reflection of the general conventionality of those who
attend church regularly. More data are needed on the
question of whether general social conservatism is related
to abortion opposition. Desire for children, as measured by
ideal or expected family size, has also been found by most
researchers to be related to abortion attitudes (Granberg
1978, Singh and Leahy 1978, Westoff 1969). Greater
opposition to abortion has been found to be associated with
greater fertility expectations.
Finally, Granberg (1978) attempted to test the
notion that abortion opposition is derived from strong pro¬
life sentiments. Much of the political debate surrounding
abortion focuses on the issue of when human life begins and
whether or not anyone has the right to make decisions that
would terminate it. Granberg (1978) also looked at corre¬
lations between such factors as opposition to the death
penalty or the use of military force and abortion attitudes,
reasoning that a consistent pro-life stance would involve
opposition to the taking of human life in all circumstances.
He found no evidence that abortion opposition arose from
pro-life concerns; in fact, the reverse was true for some
indicators of pro-life sentiment.
Maxwell (1970) indicated in an early investigation
that college students' attitudes produced results similar to
national surveys. Undergraduates were generally "middle of
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the road" in their responses to a scale designed to tap
liberal versus conservative views about the legalization and
permissibility of abortion. There were equal numbers of
students in each extreme category. Male students, infre¬
quent church attendees, and upper class students were more
liberal than female students, frequent church attendees, and
first- and second-year students. In contrast to most other
studies. Maxwell (1970) did not find a difference between
Protestant and Catholic students. However, this study was
flawed by the fact that significance levels were not
reported.
In 1972, Bardis (1972a, 1972b) attempted to design a
reliable abortion scale to measure liberal and conservative
attitudes regarding abortion. He indicated that all exist¬
ing studies used different measures of attitudes and that no
valid and reliable attitude measure had been established.
Both circumstances continue to the present, with the excep¬
tion of the National Opinion Research Center's survey. The
Bardis Abortion Scale is the only one listed in Buros' Tests
in Print (1986) . It was used in three influential studies
with college students (Bardis 1972a, 1972b, 1975). In all
three studies, the mean response fell in the midrange
between liberal and conservative, with men more liberal than
women, Protestants more liberal than Catholics, and infre¬
quent church attenders more liberal than more frequent
church attenders
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Westoff (1976) noted that the twelve items on the
Bardis Abortion Scale were all scored positively, possibly
leading to response bias. He concluded that a more psycho-
metrically valid measure should be devised, and the items on
his new measure were designed to tap several areas including
moral/social, birth control, legal, women's rights, rights
of the unborn, and health issues. Unfortunately, factor
analysis of the items was not conducted, and results of
college student responses in each area were not assessed. A
large sample of undergraduate students revealed generally
liberal attitudes with a mean response midway between
"undecided" and "fully in favor" of legalized abortion. Sex
differences did not emerge.
In a more recent study. Hunt (1984) found an inter¬
esting pattern of results among college undergraduates.
Hunt (1984) analyzed separately the opinions toward abortion
when pregnancy was the result of rape or presented a health
risk to mother or fetus and opinions when pregnancy occurred
because the woman was at fault, i.e., did not use birth
control. In the first case, 70 percent of the men and 75
percent of the women favored abortion, while 25 percent of
the men and 24 percent of the women opposed it. But when
pregnancy was the result of a woman's carelessness in using
contraception and abortion would merely reflect her desire
not to have a child, 75 percent of the men and 55 percent of
the women opposed abortion, and 20 percent of men and 30
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percent of women favored it. Since students generally
illustrated a lack of support for abortion in many circum¬
stances , women appeared significantly more liberal than men
in approving of abortion in more circumstances, and especi¬
ally those in which the woman was making a personal choice
not based on physical or health reasons. Surprisingly,
although students did not voice general support for abor¬
tion, they were not in favor of changing liberal abortion
laws.
Attitudes Toward Abortion
Although knowledge of the kinds of attitudes held
toward abortion is important, it does not contribute to an
understanding of the beliefs and rationale that mediate
approval or rejection of abortion. Barnartt and Harris
(1982) , Finlay (1981), and Mileti and Barnett (1972)
recognized the necessity of exploring the social, psycho¬
logical or ideological variables upon which abortion issues
are based.
Op to this point, studies have observed the corre¬
lates of levels of approval of abortion, as well as vari¬
ables that are associated with abortion attitudes. Early
research consistently illustrated an association between
church attendance and abortion attitude. Finlay (1981)
suggested that this finding may also reflect an association
between general conventionality and abortion attitude.
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Several other variables have been related to positive and
negative attitudes toward abortion. In a study of college
students' sexual conventionality measured by responses to
statements about premarital sex and cohabitation, Finlay
(1981) found that homosexuality was highly related to
abortion attitude. However, Granberg (1978) and Singh and
Leahy (1978) supported this finding and also found that a
traditional, nonpermissive sexual stance was related to
anti-abortion sentiment. Allegeir, Allegeir, and Rywick
(1982) , in another study, indicated that college students
were high in "guilt about sexuality" and appeared to approve
of abortion only if a woman got pregnant in "socially
acceptable" ways, i.e., with her husband or steady partner,
or due to malfunction of reliably used contraceptives.
Mauss (1975) and Rossi (1967) noted that, in light of
similar findings, anti-abortion attitudes may be based on a
punitiveness toward female sexuality which is expressed
through withholding of abortion.
Another predictor of abortion attitude is ideal
family size or desire to have children. Barnartt and Harris
(1982) , Blake (1971), and Finlay (1981) indicated that this
variable is somewhat sex-linked, as it seems to be more
important for women than for men in forming abortion atti¬
tudes. However, greater opposition to abortion was found
consistently among both college students and adults in
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national surveys who had greater fertility expectations and
wishes for large families.
Some researchers have suggested that general socio¬
political conservatism and general pro-life views across the
issue may mediate attitudes. However, Granberg (1978) and
Singh and Leahy (1978) noted that little support has been
found for the notion that political ideology is related to
abortion opinions when demographic variables are controlled.
Finlay (1981) found significant correlations between
general conventionality about such issues as legalization of
marijuana, gambling, and church attendance with abortion
attitudes and suggested that opposition to liberal abortion
laws may be related to conservatism in lifestyles. Finlay
(1981) also found a low, but significant, correlation
between women's opposition to abortion and opposition to
capital punishment, an association not found for men.
Granberg (1978) contended that low nonsignificant correla¬
tions were obtained between abortion attitudes and opposi¬
tion toward the death penalty, euthanasia, and the use of
military force.
A powerful predictor of abortion attitudes, which is
supported by recent studies, is sex-role ideology or
attitude toward women's roles. Granberg (1978) and Singh
and Leahy (1978) revealed that when male and female data
were analyzed together, sex-role attitudes and abortion
opinions appeared to be unrelated. Therefore, when Finlay
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(1981) and Barnartt and Harris (1982) analyzed male and
female responses separately, sex-role ideology was signifi¬
cantly associated with attitudes toward abortion and
discriminated in meaningful ways between male and female
thinking about the issue.
Barnartt and Harris (1982) , in a study which
employed data from the National Opinion Research Center
(NORC) Abortion Attitude Survey, compared ideological pre¬
dictors of men's and women's attitudes toward abortion in
1974 and 1977. The NORC data were based on annual national
surveys which began in the late 1960s. Respondents were
polled for their opinions about the permissibility of
abortion under six circumstances. These circumstances
included three "hard reasons" for abortion, e.g., woman's
health seriously endangered by pregnancy, a strong chance of
serious birth defect, and pregnancy that was a result of
rape or incest, and three "soft reasons" for abortion, e.g.,
a married woman does not want more children, an unmarried
woman does not want to marry the father of the fetus, and a
family is extremely poor and cannot afford another child.
Results across several years of surveys varied from 90
percent approval of "hard" or physical health reasons for
abortion to 45 percent approval for "soft" or personal or
social reasons for abortion.
Barnartt and Harris (1982) analyzed responses to
"hard" and "soft" items separately to yield two dependent
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variables regarding abortion attitude. Sex-role ideology or
attitude concerning women's role was measured by endorsement
or disagreement with four statements: "Women should take
care of their homes and leave running the country to men,"
"I approve of a married woman earning money in business or
industry if she has a husband capable of supporting her," "I
would vote for a woman nominated by my party for President,"
and "Most men are better suited emotionally for politics
than are most women." Church attendance and religion were
other variables considered.
Based on previous studies, these researchers
hypothesized that attitudinal variables, i.e., attitudes
about family, children, religion, and women's role, would be
more important for women in considering the abortion issue,
since men's attitudes would be more highly associated with
lifestyle issues such as education and church attendance.
Also, they cited a practical rationale to explain sex
differences in correlates to abortion attitude. In other
words, abortion affects women's lives in a more intimate way
than men's, as women bear children and, generally, have a
more important role in rearing them. For these reasons,
women probably have more personal views of abortion, and
different aspects of the abortion issue should be more
salient for them than for men (Barnartt and Harris 1982) .
Sex differences, in absolute approval levels, were
not significant. Results of regression analysis indicated
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that since liberal sex-role ideology and less frequent
church attendance were consistently significant predictors
of approval of abortion, the patterns of the correlations
were different for men and women across the two periods.
Attitudinal variables were more important predictors of
women's attitudes than men's in 1974 and 1977. At the 1974
testing, sex-role ideology, church attendance, and religion
were strong predictors of women's attitudes, while education
was a strong predictor of men's attitudes, and sex-role
ideology and church attendance were weaker predictors for
men than for women (Barnartt and Harris 1982) .
By 1977, the importance of sex-role ideology, as a
predictor of men's attitudes, increased significantly, along
with a nonsignificant increase in the predicted direction
for men's church attendance and religion. These increases
were only related to attitude toward abortion for the "soft"
or social reasons, perhaps reflecting greater social toler¬
ance toward abortion. Among women, there were no signifi¬
cant changes in the strength of attitudinal predictors for
either "hard" or "soft" reasons for abortion, except that
religion decreased significantly in importance as a pre¬
dictor. Although the importance of sex-role ideology
increased for men, sex-role ideology continued to be a
stronger predictor for women's abortion attitudes. Religion
and church attendance were stronger predictors for men's
attitudes than women's in 1977 (Barnartt and Harris 1982) .
26
The Barnartt and Harris (1982) study illustrated
that men and women are differentially susceptible to
ideological issues in forming attitudes about abortion.
Sex-roles and religious ideology seem to predict abortion
attitudes in different ways. Women's attitudes are rela¬
tively more influenced by sex-role ideology, and men's
opinions are relatively more influenced by religious ideol¬
ogy and church attendance. As expected, women reflected a
more personalized concern with abortion, as their attitudes
toward women's roles were highly related to their own per¬
sonal roles in life which were central in their association
with abortion, while men's views were not as highly asso¬
ciated with issues that were not personal to them. In a
study investigating sex differences in correlates of abor¬
tion attitude among college students, Finlay (1981) found
women's abortion attitudes were related to a broader set of
attitudinal variables than men's. She concluded that
because of their greater ability to empathize with women who
desire abortions, females' attitudes toward abortion may
involve more humanitarian aspects than male opinions.
However, Finlay (1981) used two measures of abortion
attitude, one looking at approval of abortion given the
physical and health and personal and social circumstances
described previously, and the other looking simply at level
of approval of legalized abortion on a five-point scale.
There were no differences between the pattern of approval
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under different circumstances but a significant sex
difference in general approval of abortion, with women
significantly more approving of legalized abortion (73
percent vs. 59 percent, respectively).
Measurement of sex-role conventionality involved
subjects responding on a seven-point Likert scale to five
statements: "A college education is more important for a
man than a woman," "I oppose the ERA," "Men should share
equally in housework when both spouses have careers," "I
would consider a woman for President as seriously as a man,
all things being equal," and "The most important thing in
life for a woman is to be a successful wife and mother"
(Finlay 1981) . These statements reflected a broader range
of role issues than did the scale of Barnartt and Harris
(1982) .
In addition to sex-role ideology, Finlay (1981)
measured general conventionality on non-sex-related issues,
e.g., legalization of marijuana, gambling, church atten¬
dance, sexual conventionality, e.g., based on attitudes
toward premarital sex and cohabitation and toward homo¬
sexuality, the importance of children, and pro-life
attitudes reflected in attitude toward capital punishment.
Important differences between men and women were
found between correlational analysis of sex-role items and
the abortion indices. For men, there was no significant
correlation between sex-role conventionality and abortion
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perspective. There was a moderate correlation between
attitude toward abortion and the item endorsing motherhood
(Item 28), but males apparently did not relate those items
regarding sexual equality in the marketplace, in marital
roles, or in politics with abortion. In contrast, there was
a significant relationship between women's sex-role conven¬
tionality and abortion attitudes. The nonmaternal sex-role
issues were fairly strongly associated with abortion atti¬
tudes, with approval of abortion related to nonconventional
sex-role responses. Finlay (1981, 582) concluded that
"females defined abortion as an issue related to their own
rights, with those favoring sexual equality in all areas of
life favoring the right to terminate an unwanted pregnancy."
For men, abortion attitudes were not related to
attitudes toward sexual equality. Rather, sexual conven¬
tionality and general conventionality were both strongly
related to abortion attitudes, with conventionality posi¬
tively associated with negative views on abortion. Finlay
(1981) suggested that men's opposition to abortion may have
been predicated on their assumption that unconventional
sexual behavior implied by the need for abortion should not
be encouraged by liberal abortion laws.
Also, women's attitudes about abortion were related
to sexual and general conventionality. In addition, sex-
role conventionality and the notion of sexual equality.
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as well as pro-children and pro-life attitudes, were
significantly associated with their abortion attitudes, were
more conventional in terms of sex roles, sexuality, and non-
sex-related matters, and exhibited stronger pro-children and
pro-life values.
Finlay (1981) concluded that men's abortion atti¬
tudes are simpler in structure than women's, as they are
related to fewer social-psychological variables. Men and
women seem to have different motivation for both approving
and disapproving of abortion. Men opposed abortion for
reasons of sexual nonpermissiveness and general conserva¬
tism, while women's opposition also rested on more "humani¬
tarian motives" such as concern over children, the right to
life, and traditional social roles in the family. Women who
favored abortion tended to relate to abortion as a "women's
issue" centering around the right of women to make decisions
about their own reproduction. Men who approved defined the
issue as related to their attitudes toward sexuality and
lifestyles.
Moreover, since sex-role attitudes, sexual permis¬
siveness, conventionality, religion and church attendance,
desire for children, and pro-life sentiment all seem to be
related to abortion attitudes, men and women seemed to have
different definitions of abortion issues, whether they
agreed or disagreed with the permissibility of terminating a
pregnancy. The most important difference was in relation to
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sex-role attitudes. For women, abortion was related to
women's rights and equality, but it was not for men, or at
least to a much lesser extent. Based on this finding,
Finlay (1981) proposed that women may be better able to
empathize with women facing the decision, since they are
sensitized to the implications of unwanted pregnancies on
women's roles and rights. This argument is similar to that
of Barnartt and Harris (1982): Women personally contend
with unwanted pregnancies, so that childbearing and personal
role issues are more salient for them than for men. Another
important implication from the sex differences finding is
that, since men may take into account the rights and welfare
of the fetus in abortion, women may be more likely to con¬
sider both the rights and welfare of the fetus and of the
mother facing unwanted pregnancy. The formation of abortion
attitudes may be a much more personal and complicated matter
for women than for men.
In terms of attitudes toward abortion, there seem to
be few indications of sex differences in simple approval of
abortion. The generally liberal attitudes shown by most
early studies are tempered by a growing trend toward con¬
servative views and anti-abortionist sentiment. These
results reflect social reality as the pro-choice and right-
to-life debate continues, with current legislation still on
the side of a woman's right to choose abortion. Therefore,
research suggests that there are different ideological and
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attitudinal bases for judgments about abortion and that
these bases may differ for men's and women's attitudes.
Attitudes toward sex roles and women's roles are more
strongly related to women's abortion attitudes, since atti¬
tudes toward sexuality, religion, and church attendance are
more consistently related to men's.
Reasoning About Abortion
Gilligan (1982) and Smetana (1982) , when investi¬
gating individuals' feeling about abortion, were concerned
with moral and social reasoning and the way individuals
structure and organize their knowledge to make judgments
about social issues. This research followed a structural-
developmental approach to social cognition which considered
the acquisition of knowledge and its underlying structure
and organization. According to Smetana (1982), such an
approach differs from other approaches that seek to describe
the content of knowledge, or specific beliefs, attitudes, or
facts acquired.
Gilligan (1977, 1982) and Gilligan and Belenky
(1980) , in interview studies which were designed to investi¬
gate women's moral development and reasoning, focused on
abortion decisions to describe level of moral development.
In so doing, Gilligan improved upon typical Kohlbergian
approaches, e.g., Kohlberg 1976, that used only hypothetical
situations to measure moral development. Employing a
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real-life situation to look at reasoning was an important
breakthrough; however, the technique necessitated assuming
that abortion is a moral issue to which all people respond
in the characteristic ways in which they deal with any
typical moral problem.
Gilligan's (1982) research supported the same
cognitive-structure model of development as Kohlberg's
(1976) work. She designed her research to test Kohlberg's
(1976) model of moral development, which she perceived as
male-oriented and biased against women. Therefore, only
women were asked about their reasoning about abortion in an
attempt to outline women's distinct moral development and
judgment.
Based primarily upon abortion interviews, Gilligan
(1982) concluded that since women's moral development
follows the same general developmental progression as men's
from egoistic to social to universal, women's moral reason¬
ing is formed by a different set of values than men's. The
values inherent in Kohlberg's scheme are justice, autonomy,
and individual rights. Those inherent in women's morality
are caring, relationships, and nonviolence. Gilligan (1982)
contended that the developmental theories of Erikson (1959)
and Kohlberg (1976) are male-oriented, derived from the
emphasis in these theories on separation and autonomy, which
are at odds with the female emphasis on connection and
relationships.
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For males, according to Gilligan (1982), the
development of higher levels of moral judgment rests on
the ability to conceptualize situations in terms of jus¬
tice and individual rights. Male-oriented moral behavior
focuses on the noninterference with such rights. This
morality is one of omission. Such injunctions as "do not
steal" and "do not kill" followed from the universal justice
conceptualization.
For females, in contrast, moral development is the
progression in conceptualizing responsibility in relation¬
ships to others. Moral behavior is that which seeks to
ensure that no one is hurt and that everyone is cared for in
individual interpersonal situations. This morality is one
of commission, as women conceptualize moral behavior as
taking responsibility and caring for others.
Also, based on abortion interviews as well as on
other kinds of interviews looking at women's moral reasoning
and self-concepts, Gilligan (1982) outlined the development
of women's moral reasoning. At the first stage, women are
concerned with survival, selfishly conceptualizing respon¬
sibility to self as paramount. Guilt, with this mode of
reasoning, results in the transition to Stage 2, where
responsibility to others, often in the form of self-
sacrifice, is the model for moral behavior. Gilligan
(1982) indicated that this stage of reasoning corresponds
to both the stereotypical social prescription for women
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(self-sacrifice) as well as women's devaluation of them¬
selves as a reflection of societal rejection of their sex.
As women begin to conceptualize the violence they do to
themselves and often to others in maintaining an ethic of
self-sacrifice, they make the transition to the highest
stage of moral development. In this stage, the selfishness
of Stage 1 and the selflessness of Stage 2 are integrated
into an ethic of responsibility for self and others, with
the universal injunction of nonviolence and caring.
At all points, women's moral reasoning seems less
absolute, as women take pause in their judgment to consider
the context of relationships and social situations before
making decisions. Gilligan (1982) stated that one stereo¬
typical perception of women involves their inability to make
decisions and a tendency to vacillate in their judgments of
important moral questions, i.e., to be "wishy-washy."
According to Gilligan (1982) , such a perception may be
grounded in the perception of sex differences in moral
reasoning, where men can take absolute moral stances, but
women may spend more time weighing pros and cons in terms of
the chances of hurting others and vacillate in accordance
with their judgments of the relative merit of any action in
a given social situation.
Since Gilligan (1982) asserted that such a develop¬
mental progression and the moral value of caring and
responsibility are unique to female morality, her model can
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be conceptualized as describing the development of a sense
of self. According to Parson (1987)# in a sense Gilligan
(1982) charted the progression in learning to take appropri¬
ate responsibility for oneself and others in the context of
living in a society with other human beings. For Gilligan
(1982)# stated Parsons (1987)# this kind of progression is
"moral." For others# such as Smetana (1981# 1982).# this
progression delineates a different domain for development#
i.e., the personal.
Smetana and Turiel (1984) and Turiel (1979) posited
that there are at least three domains of social-cognitive
development. According to this theory# moral# social-
conventional# and personal concepts comprise social reason¬
ing and are distinct and irreducible from the others. Each
of these domains develops separately as components in the
development of social reasoning. Turiel (1979) indicated
that moral reasoning develops in relation to concepts such
as the violation of individual rights# the harm inflicted
upon others# or the effects of an act upon the welfare of
others in interpersonal interactions. In other words,
awareness of the intrinsic features of these interactions
results in prescriptive# moral judgments about how people
should behave toward others.
Kohlberg (1976) operationalized the stages of
moral development and implied that moral reasoning is the
foundation of social cognition. Turiel (1975, 1978# 1979)
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has criticized Kohlberg's (1976) model, claiming that the
moral domain is defined too broadly.
Smetana (1982) contended that children develop an
understanding of social organization and social convention
that is distinct from concepts of justice. She further
indicated that children recognize that some interactions do
not entail prescriptive rules such as morality. Smetana
(1982) noted that concepts of society and social convention
form a system of social knowledge that is structured by
underlying concepts of social organization, separate from
morality.
Finally, Nucci (1981) noted that concepts of self in
society and of personal control distinguish a third system
of social reasoning distinct from concepts of both morality
and justice, and social organization and its rules. Turiel
and Smetana (1984) further contended that often social
behavior is mediated by coordination of these three domains
of reasoning.
Nucci (1981), Nucci and Turiel (1978) , and Turiel
(1978) consistently found that children distinguish between
clear examples of these three issues: (1) judgments of
moral events on the intrinsic consequences of actions upon
others rather than on the presence of a rule; (2) judgments
of personal events on the basis that an action did not
affect others was an individual's own business and should
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not be governned by rules; and (3) judgments of social-
conventional events on the basis of an action's affecting
the social order established by rules emanating from
authority or social consensus. Social-conventional (Turiel
1979) and personal (Nucci 1981) concepts followed a develop¬
mental sequence that is distinguished from the sequence of
changing conceptions of justice (Kohlberg 1976) .
Smetana (1981, 1982) contended that the different
ways women think about abortion can be conceptualized in
these different ways, with moral, personal, and social-
conventional aspects involved in the judgments about
abortion. She developed this notion based on research on
women's decision making about abortion. In a review of
literature, Smetana concluded that different types of social
cognition were relevant to judgments about abortion.
Knutson (1973) , Rossi (1967) , Schur (1965) , Smetana
and Adler (1979) , and Werner (1976) noted that different
kinds of beliefs underlying approval and rejection of
abortion could be empirically distinguished. Beliefs about
abortion could be clustered into two types, reflecting the
moral and personal domains of social reasoning.
Parsons (1987) noted that one component is defined
by the belief that the fetus is a viable human life and that
abortion is murder. She further indicated that this is
based on the belief that human life begins at conception, or
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in the first trimester of pregnancy, and that the right to
life-and-death decision is God-given only.
Smetana and Adler (1979, 1980) consistently found
that women who planned to continue unwanted pregnancies were
more likely than women aborting pregnancies to believe that
abortion is the equivalent of terminating an unborn life and
that abortion would be an emotionally traumatic experience.
A
However, Bracken, Hachamovitch, and Grossman (1974) and
Diamond (1973) indicated that women in other studies
reported that the principal reason that they decided to
continue their unwanted pregnancies was their moral belief
that to abort the pregnancy would be committing a moral sin,
namely, killing.
Parsons (1987) further indicated that the second
cluster of beliefs underlying reasoning about abortion
included concerns about women's rights to self-
determination, and the belief that choice, regarding
abortion, is important in maintaining women's self-
determination, in controlling reproduction, and in
protecting the health and freedom of women. The basic
belief is that life begins at birth, that the fetus is
merely an extension of the mother, and that parents or the
individual have the right to decide on abortion.
Knutson (1973) found that those who are most favor¬
able to abortion believe that human life begins at birth or
even later, as some individuals base the definition of life
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on such humanistic considerations as consciousness and
awareness. For these individuals, abortion appears to be a
personal issue confronting the pregnant woman and signifi¬
cant others. The issue becomes more complicated for those
who believe that a fetus can not be considered a human life
until the second or third trimester of pregnancy. For these
individuals, the salience of personal and moral issues is
dependent upon their belief about when human life begins.
Callahan (1970) and Potter (1969) noted that abor¬
tion is a moral issue of life and death versus a personal
issue of individual choice and self-determination and
mirrors both philosophical debate and social debate by anti¬
abortion right-to-lifers vs. pro-abortion, pro-choice
advocates.
To add to these two clusters of beliefs about
abortion, research has shown that social conventions and
sexual mores are often influential in people's attitudes
about abortion. Therefore, according to Schur (1965) , con¬
ventional attitudes, especially for men, regarding sexuality
were related to attitude toward abortion; and for men and
women, social conservatism may be related to negative atti¬
tudes. Negative attitudes were related to the belief that
abortion could encourage promiscuity and illicit sex in one
study. Rossi (1967) and Schur (1965) showed in their
studies that favorable attitudes toward abortion were shown
to change when it was implied that a woman's reasons for
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obtaining an abortion constituted a perceived rejection of
motherhood. Smetana and Adler (1979# 1980) and Zellman
(1980) noted that social norms and acceptance regarding
abortion also influence women's decisions to abort their
pregnancies. However, social conventional concepts of
sexuality, motherhood, and social norms were important in
individuals' judgments about abortion.
In examining the literature, it is clear that the
literature supports the idea that there are distinct domains
of social cognition, all of which contribute to reasoning
about abortion. In Smetana's (1981) view, the moral issues
of abortion should be conceptually and empirically distin¬
guished from the personal issues of a woman's autonomous
choice and control over her body and the social-conventional
issues of appropriate sex-role behavior, sexual mores, and
social norms. Smetana (1981) suggested that these different
domains of reasoning may be complexly woven into reasoning
about abortion, with different domains, seemingly, more
salient in reasoning for different people.
Smetana (1981) , in a study designed to look at
domains of reasoning regarding abortion among pregnant and
nonpregnant women, found that she could distinguish moral
and personal reasoning in women's judgments. In addition,
about 25 percent of her sample used "coordinated" reasoning,
or both personal and moral reasoning about abortion. Since
social conventional reasoning did not seem important to the
41
women in this study, Smetana (1982) hypothesized that this
outcome was a function of her sample. Social conventional
reasoning was important in a sample of adolescent boys and
girls included in these studies.
According to Smetana (1981) , the main method of
assessing the domain of reasoning used in judgments about
abortion was the semistructured clinical interview method of
Piaget (1960) . This approach differed from previous methods
used to assess beliefs and attitudes as it led to an under¬
standing of underlying structure of thought rather than
conclusions or attitudes held. Subjects were asked whether
abortion is right or wrong and the basis for that judgment.
Subsequently, the interviewer probed each subject to elabor¬
ate upon the structure of reasoning in terms of the moral
issues: whether they considered abortion as taking a human
life and justification for such an act, the personal issue
of the importance of women making personal decisions and
controlling their own bodies, and the social-conventional
issues of consideration of sexuality, illegitimacy, mother¬
hood, and sex roles.
As an independent measure of reasoning domain to
validate the interviews, Smetana (1981) used a classifica¬
tion task in which subjects classified a number of social
actions, including abortion as moral, personal, or social.
Nucci (1981) and Turiel (1975) noted that this task had been
used in research investigating individuals' recognition of
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different domains of social reasoning. The measure was
designed to illustrate that women use different kinds of
reasoning for social events and that different women use
different domains of reasoning in considering abortion.
Smetana (1981) found that 35 percent of her sample
were "personal reasoners" in that they believed that the
fetus was not a human life and that a woman should be able
to choose abortion without moral or legal constraints; 25
percent of her sample were "moral reasoners" in that they
believed that the fetus was a life and that abortion is
tantamount to murder; and 24 percent were "coordinated
reasoners" in that personal choice was endorsed until the
point in pregnancy when the fetus was judged a human life,
at which time moral considerations became paramount. The
remaining subjects were not able to articulate their beliefs
or remained confused about the issue and were called "unco¬
ordinated reasoners."
Since Smetana (1981) reported no significant differ¬
ence in the proportion of moral, personal, and coordinated
reasoners among pregnant and nonpregnant women in the study,
the differences obtained appear to be nonsignificant, which
may be due to the small sample size used. Among pregnant
women, 32 percent were moral reasoners, 34 percent were
personal reasoners, 23 percent were coordinated reasoners,
and 10 percent exhibited conflict or confusion in their
reasoning. Among nonpregnant women, 10 percent used moral
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reasoning, 38 percent used personal reasoning, 24 percent
used coordinated reasoning, and 29 percent exhibited
conflict or confusion in their reasoning. Although both
pregnant and nonpregnant women could be classified according
to domain of reasoning used, more nonpregnant women used
personal reasoning. There seemed to be some difference in
hypothetical judgments and actual decision making, which can
be expected given the immediacy of the pregnant women's
situations.
Smetana's (1981) hypothesis that some women use a
domain of reasoning other than the moral domain and that
women using the personal domain are not inherently "less
moral" was supported by results of scores from standard
Kohlberg (1976) moral dilemmas administered at the same time
as the abortion interviews. Moral and personal reasoners
were not significantly different in level of moral judgment,
according to Kohlberg's scoring; in fact, coordinated reas¬
oners were higher. Moral Maturity Stage (MMS) was calcu¬
lated for the moral dilemmas as well as for interview
protocols. MMS from moral dilemmas was significantly
correlated with MMS for moral reasoners' abortion judgments.
Therefore, MMS from moral dilemmas was not correlated with
personal reasoners' MMS for abortion judgments. In other
words, when personal judgments were subject to scoring
according to Kohlberg's scheme, they were not related to
moral reasoning in general. However, supporting Smetana's
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(1982) prediction, the distinction between moral and
personal judgments resulted in very powerful associations
between hypothetical and actual moral judgments. When moral
and personal judgments were confused and the moral domain
was overgeneralized to personal reasoning, the relationship
was obscured.
Results from the domain classification task further
supported the hypothesis that women use different domains of
reasoning about abortion. The social events included to tap
the three domains were classified as expected by all women,
illustrating that the subjects recognized the domain
differences. Therefore, classification of abortion differed
depending on the domain form of reasoning used in the inter¬
views. That is, personal reasoners classified abortion in
all three trimesters as "not a matter of right or wrong.
There should be no rules or laws against this action."
Moral reasoners were more likely to classify abortion as
"right or wrong whether or not there is a rule or law," and
coordinated reasoners used the same classification as the
personal reasoners for abortion in the first trimester and
the same classification as the moral reasoners for abortion
in the second and third trimesters.
In summary, Smetana (1981) illustrated that women,
both pregnant and nonpregnant, conceptualize abortion in at
least two distinct ways. There was a difference between the
proportion of women using personal reasoning, depending on
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whether the women were pregnant and therefore actually
facing abortion decisions rather than speaking hypothetic-
ally about their beliefs. Smetana (1982)t in a similar
study of adolescents, found that the social-conventional
domain emerged as an important domain of reasoning. There
were no differences in the domain of reasoning between boys
and girls in that sample; therefore, the domains of reason¬
ing in adult men, and thus the existence of sex differences
among adults, have not been explored.
Gilligan (1982) and Smetana (1981) used the abortion
issue to lead to important generalizations about moral and
social reasoning. Gilligan (1982) noted that there is a sex
difference in the kind of moral reasoning brought to bear on
social issues, and Smetana's (1981) implication of indi¬
vidual differences in social reasoning are illuminating and
merit further attention. They lead to similar conclusions:
some people use absolute kinds of judgments, i.e., moral
injunctions, when reasoning about complex social issues,
while others are more relativistic, taking into account the
complexities and personal difficulties inherent in a social
situation and subsequently reasoning that only the indi¬
viduals involved in these situations can make decisions.
According to Parsons (1987) , it should be acknowl¬
edged that the kind of reasoning applied to a given issue
may be as much a function of the issue itself, as general
tendencies to reason in certain ways. Parsons (1987)
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further contended that it is likely that the results pre¬
sented abover which are promoted as indicative of sex and
individual differences in general reasoning, were actually
particular to the abortion issue or at least confounded by
using abortion as the primary issue. Parsons (1987) also
noted that only women were involved in both research pro¬
grams that looked at an issue that is uniquely relevant to
women. It is likely that men may have responded in very
different ways, since the entire issue of abortion has a
different meaning for them than for women.
Parsons (1987) stated that abortion is a complex and
controversial emotional issue, and it was suggested that
different kinds of reactions will be elicited by it in
different individuals, independent of any general constructs
of moral and social reasoning.
While the investigations of Gilligan (1982) and
Smetana (1981) outlined the parameters of abortion reasoning
and noted that it entails different kinds of thinking,
including absolute moralistic reasoning and relativistic
personal reasoning, they did not provide an understanding of
the characteristics of people who are likely to reason in
these ways. This means that their results indicate the
kinds of reasoning that may be applied but not the variables
that are influential in the tendency to reason in one way or
the other about the specific issue of abortion.
A1
Barnartt and Harris (1982) and Finlay (1981) sug¬
gested that men and women react to abortion in different
ways, simply given the reality of situations that involve
women in more intimate fashions than men. The correlational
techniques used in these studies were well suited to the
task of determining which characteristics of individuals are
related to abortion attitudes and whether the characteris¬
tics associated with abortion attitudes are the same for men
and women. These studies, as well as Gilligan's (1982),
suggested that sex is an important characteristic underlying
attitude toward abortion. Barnartt and Harris (1982) and
Finlay (1981) outlined other personal characteristics that
are associated with abortion attitudes.
Parsons (1987) warned that while sex is undoubtedly
an important factor in reactions toward the predominantly
women's issue of abortion, it is likely that there are other
factors which influence one's perceptions and judgment about
the issue. Parsons (1987) noted that one such factor is
personal relevance. She further revealed that for women
abortion is a personally relevant issue, and it is likely
that possessing other personal characteristics results in
perceiving the issue as relevant to oneself. Parsons (1987)
contended that one's sex-role orientation, or feelings of
femininity or masculinity, may mediate one's sense that
abortion is personally relevant. Parsons (1987) gave an
example by indicating that child-bearing is generally a
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feminine task and that it becomes more personally relevant
to feminine persons than masculine ones.
Parsons (1987) also cited that, presumably, stereo¬
typical masculine persons do not see childbearing as a
priority in their lives, so that issues such as abortion are
not personally relevant to them. Parsons (1987) said that
attitudes toward women's roles generally may influence one's
attitudes toward abortion in similar fashions, as someone
who values flexibility in women's choices of social roles
may be prone to see the importance of personal choices in
aborting pregnancies and choosing different roles in life
than motherhood. Parsons (1987) indicated that, likewise,
abortion becomes a personally relevant issue to those who
have been in the situation of facing actual abortion
decisions. Parsons (1987) stated that certain character¬
istics of an individual are conducive to abortion being such
a personally relevant issue, and the degree of personal
relevance the issue holds for an individual may determine
the kind of reasoning employed. Parsons (1987) indicated
that when abortion is a personally relevant issue, it is
likely that personal reasoning, rather than moral reasoning,
is used.
Parsons (1987) further cited that another concern is
a tendency to make social judgments based on absolute rules
that can be applied to an issue or based on some decisions
regarding the individual contextual aspects of situations.
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She stated that those people with personal characteristics
such as traditionalism, conservatism, and religiosity are
more likely to have embraced established rules and codes of
conduct which mediate subsequent social reasoning. Parsons
(1987) commented that persons who are untraditional,
liberal, and not religious may be more likely to rely on
idiosyncratic judgments in social situations. She main¬
tained that this kind of personal characteristic may deter¬
mine, in part, the kind of reaction one would have regarding
abortion and the kind of reasoning about the issue that
would follow.
Parsons (1987) revealed that while it has been
established that individuals reason about abortion in
distinct ways, it remains unclear what personal character¬
istics of individuals mediate the kinds of reactions about
abortion that would result in the distinct modes of reason¬
ing described above. Parsons (1987) further indicated it is
likely that personal characteristics that would render the
abortion issue a personally relevant one, along with general
personal tendencies to perceive the world in terms of rules
and absolutes, are influential in determining reasoning
about abortion outlined in the literature review. Parsons
(1987) indicated the variables that are likely to be asso¬
ciated with reasoning about abortion: sex-role orientation,
attitudes toward women's roles, personal experiences with
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abortion, attitudes toward abortion, traditionalism, and
religiosity.
Variables Likely to Influence Reasoning
Sex
According to Parsons (1987) , Gilligan (1982)
hypothesized that women reason in terms of the context of
moral or social situations, implying that women would be
more likely to espouse a personal kind of reasoning about
abortion. She assumed, further, that because women and men
follow a different course of moral development and differ in
moral reasoning, they would use their respective modes of
reasoning, not only in regard to abortion, but also all
other issues.
According to Parsons (1987) , using abortion as a
primary issue to develop her theory may have been biased.
However, Parsons (1987) said, it is probable that abortion
affects men and women very differently, so that sex differ¬
ences would be expected based simply on the demand charac¬
teristic of the situation. In other words. Parsons (1987)
indicated that abortion is an issue that elicits different
kinds of reactions and perceptions in men and women, beyond
any sex differences in general moral reasoning that may be
operative. According to Parsons (1987) , Gilligan (1982)
failed to account for this "person-dilemma" interaction
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where both person variables and the nature of the dilemma
itself determine reasoning.
Parsons (1987) clearly stated that abortion affects
the lives of women in different, more intimate ways than
men's, as women become pregnant and may face the decision to
have abortions or to bear children. Parsons (1987) indi¬
cated the reality of the situation suggests that abortion is
personally relevant for women in a way it could not be for
men. She stated that while some men may become emotionally
involved in the decision making of their partner, abortion
is not directly personally relevant.
Parsons (1987) contended that since abortion is more
personally relevant to them, women are more likely to under¬
stand the emotional issues and complexities of abortion and
the impact on women in different situations. Men, however,
must rely on a more abstract understanding of the issue.
Parsons (1987) further indicated that such an understanding
may be conducive to absolute thinking or reliance on abso¬
lute rules that have been found reliable in other situa¬
tions. Parsons (1987) revealed that abortion may be viewed
in relative terms. She made reference to the fact that men
must rely on a more abstract understanding of the issue.
Such an understanding may be conducive to absolute thinking
or reliance on absolute rules that have been found reliable
in other situations.
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Parsons (1987) contended that women more often
reason in terms of relative, personal judgments about abor¬
tion, while men's judgments more often rest on absolutist
moral principles. In addition. Parsons (1987) indicated
that it is likely that different variables are associated
with reasoning in women and men. She asserted that women's
reasoning should be most associated with variables that
would render abortion a personal issue for them. In other
words, she indicated women's reasoning should be most
strongly associated with their sex-role orientation, levels
of experience with abortion, and attitudes toward women's
role (Parsons 1987). Men's reasoning, on the other hand,
is likely to be more strongly associated with variables that
do not concern personal relevance, since abortion is not
personally relevant to them in the way it is for women.
According to Parsons (1987) , general personality character¬
istics such as traditionalism, dogmatism, and religiosity
should be more predictive of men's reasoning.
Sex-Role Orientation
According to Parsons (1987) , though sex may be an
important determinant in seeing abortion as a personal
issue, this notion is complicated by the fact that indi¬
vidual men and women perceive their maleness and femaleness
in different ways. Parsons (1987) also indicated that
biological sex is confounded with an individual's feelings
53
of being masculine or feminine. For instance, she said,
while abortion may be more self-referent for females, women
with very traditional notions of femininity may interpret
its personal relevance in a different way than women with
less traditional ideas of femininity.
Spence and Savin (1985) revealed that while the
concepts of masculinity and femininity have been studied for
more than a decade, succinct definitions are lacking. They
also indicated that since leading theorists have relied on
the masculine-instrumental and feminine-expressive split to
describe the underlying factors in sex-role orientation,
recent work has suggested that in defining oneself as
masculine or feminine, individuals rely on perceptions of
their social roles. However, according to Parsons (1987),
for some women femininity means being a good wife and
mother, while for others it means successfully combining
family and career goals. She also stated that masculinity
may refer to being the head spokesman and provider for the
family or being a successful career person.
According to Parsons (1987) , in this sense, feeling
feminine or masculine is dependent on one's perception of
appropriate social roles, and the salient dimension is
traditionalism. She indicated that men and women with
traditional sex-role orientations perceive their roles as
traditional breadwinners and homemakers. Men and women with
less traditional sex-role orientations are not as rigidly
54
tied to traditional social roles and see themselves in a
variety of social positions.
Parsons (1987) revealed that the most widely used
sex-role inventories, e.g., Bern Sex-Role Inventory, Spence's
Personality Attributes Questionnaire, measure primarily the
instrumental expression dichotomy but also indicate whether
a person endorses traditional, stereotypical notions of
femininity and masculinity. She further stated that highly
sex-typed individuals, or men who are "high masculine" and
women who are "high feminine," are viewed as having tradi¬
tional sex-role orientations, while men and women who are
low or moderate on masculinity and femininity, androgynous,
or cross-sex-typed are less traditional.
According to Parsons (1987) , it is expected that
women and men with different sex-role orientations, or
"degrees" of traditional masculinity and femininity, reason
about abortion in different ways than highly feminine women
or those with traditional sex role as potential mothers.
Finlay (1981) asserted that abortion could be perceived as a
threat to women's femininity, which is their primary role as
childbearers and mothers. Finlay (1981) also contended that
she found women who wanted more children were opposed to
abortion, supporting the contention that women with a more
traditional orientation are likely to see abortion as
threatening to women's socially valued roles. According to
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family. While job success is important, "expressive" role
concerns regarding being a husband and father are more
salient. According to Parsons (1987) , these men will be
more likely to take an interest in and understand the
complexities of the issue and reason in a relative way.
Parsons (1987) indicated that there should be inter¬
actions between biological sex and sex-role orientation in
predicting reasoning about abortion such that highly sex-
typed individuals, e.g., high-masculine males and high-
feminine females, evidence moral reasoning, while less sex-
typed people reason according to personal judgments. In
general, sex-role orientation is expected to be an inportant
predictor of reasoning. Traditional sex-role orientation
for both sexes should predict moral reasoning. Parsons
(1987) further revealed that sex-role orientation is prob¬
ably a more important predictor of women's reasoning than
men's. She stated that sex-role orientation for women is
intimately related to feelings about childbearing and
childrearing, while, for men, personal sex-role is not so
concerned with these issues. Further, abortion, which
affects these feminine role experiences in important ways,
should be related to sex-role orientation in women to a
greater extent than to sex-role orientation in men.
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Attitude Toward Women's Roles
According to Parsons (1987) , sex-role orientation
refers to the individual's perception of his or her personal
sex-role characteristics and style. The variable of atti¬
tude toward women's role addresses individuals' prescriptive
views on the normative or proper roles that women should
assume in society.
Finlay (1981) and Barnartt and Harris (1982) found
that attitudes toward women's roles were significant pre¬
dictors of abortion attitudesr more so for women than for
men. Traditional, less egalitarian views of women, such as
feeling that they should leave important issues and deci¬
sions to men and find most of their value and joy in life in
motherhood, were predictive of disapproval of abortion.
Nontraditional, egalitarian views of women, such as favoring
the ERA and endorsing women's abilities in business and
politics, were associated with approval of abortion.
Parsons (1987) asserted that it is likely that a
parallel relationship exists between attitudes toward
women's roles and reasoning about abortion. She further
revealed that in our society, where the functional differen¬
tiations between males and females are so pronounced, one's
beliefs about appropriate sex roles are often deemed para¬
mount to the "truth" about social life and relationship.
Therefore, such beliefs are often very influential in the
way one reasons about social situations.
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Parsons (1987) further noted that, in this sense,
abortion becomes relevant to personally endorsed attitudes
toward women’s roles. She contended that if one believes
women's primary role is to bear children, abortion would run
counter to this "truth" and be rejected on absolute, moral
grounds. However, in contrast, cited Parsons (1987), if
one believes women should be able to fulfill many roles,
unwanted pregnancy and abortion are more likely seen in
context and the decision to terminate a pregnancy relative
to personal choice. Obviously, this is a more personally
relevant issue for women than for men.
According to Parsons (1987) , the importance of
attitudes toward women's role is probably different for men
and women. Women are likely to be more invested in general
social prescriptions about women's role behaviors than men
would be and to use their own opinions about such prescrip¬
tions in their reasoning about sex-role-linked issues such
as abortion. For men, neither abortion nor attitudes toward
women's role are directly self-relevant and are therefore
probably not related. Men's attitudes about women's roles
would not be as highly associated with reasoning as women's.
Personal Experience with Abortion
According to Parsons (1987) , another important vari¬
able in the personally relevant dimension is actual experi¬
ence with abortion. It is likely that the experience of
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facing the complexities of unwanted pregnancy and an actual
abortion decision would affect one's reasoning about abor¬
tion. She said the question of the effect on subsequent
reasoning of experiencing abortion or being involved in an
abortion decision has not been previously investigated.
Smetana (1982) looked at pregnant and never-pregnant women's
reasoning about abortion and found that more pregnant women
were moral reasoners. Her sample sizes were so unequal,
however, that this result was not reliable or significant.
Parsons (1987) further contended that people who
have experienced the need to make an abortion decision may
have greater understanding of and sensitivity to the issue.
These people may be more prone to reason in terms of
personal choice, recognizing the importance of context in
making such a complex decision. Parsons (1987) stated that
those who have not had much experience would be less likely
to appreciate the complexity of the issue or to take the
context of the situation into account and subsequently
reason, instead, in accordance with absolute principles.
Parsons (1987) indicated that "personal experience"
encompasses different levels of experience or involvement
with abortion. She implied that individuals may have faced
the issue themselves, or they may have experienced the issue
vicariously through knowing and helping a family member,
friend, or acquaintance who has dealt directly with abor¬
tion. Parsons (1987) indicated that the greater the
60
involvement in an abortion decision, personal or vicarious,
the greater the tendency to reason according to personal
judgments. Because women's experience is more direct than
men's, level of personal experience should be a more impor¬
tant aspect of women's reasoning about the issue than men's.
Traditionalism
Parsons (1987) explained that traditionalism refers
to the tendency to reason and act according to traditional
social values. The term implies adherence to a set of
rules, with absolute standards guiding one's thoughts and
perceptions. According to Parsons (1987) , persons who are
nontraditional are not as likely to view the world and
judgments based on absolute rules and are more likely to see
idiosyncratic characteristics in situations. "Tradition¬
alism," as described by Parsons (1987) , includes concepts
of conservative, dogmatic, autocratic, and rule-governed
personality characteristics.
Parsons (1987) noted that the general notion implied
in the traditional concepts is that relative adherence to a
set of rules, based on traditional values, could be asso¬
ciated with moral reasoning about abortion, which has also
been defined as more absolutistic, rule-governed thinking.
In contrast. Parsons (1987) indicated that people who
are more nontraditional, unconventional, and liberal
generally govern themselves on the basis of more individual.
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nonabsolute precepts and complexities of the abortion
situation. This notion is similar to the distinction in the
study of ethics regarding "rule" and "act" utilitarianism.
Parsons (1987) further indicated that utilitarianism refers
to how one perceives one should act to promote good and
avoid evil in society. Parsons (1987) revealed that those
who are governed by the utilitarian rule act according to
rules and dogma; those who behave in accordance with
utilitarianism make judgments based on the consequences of
actions rather than on absolute rules. This distinctionr
according to Parsons (1987) , is a further example of the
absolute-relative judgment split exemplified by moral and
personal reasoners.
Parsons (1987) indicated that another related dimen¬
sion of traditionalism is dogmatism. "Dogmatism" refers to
open- versus closed-mindedness. Rokeach (1954, 78) defined
the term as "(a) a relatively closed cognitive organization
of beliefs and disbeliefs about reality, (b) organized
around a central set of beliefs about absolute authority
which, in turn, (c) provides a framework for a pattern of
intolerance and qualified tolerance toward others."
Rokeach (1960) indicated that a relatively open-
minded, nondogmatic person is someone who can "receive,
evaluate, and act on relevant information from outside of
the belief system on its own intrinsic merits." According
to Parsons (1987), moral reasoners can be described as being
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relatively closed-minded about the issue in maintaining
absolute moral structures and remaining close to the unique
circumstnces that may give rise to personal choice. Moral
reasoners choose to be rule-governed rather than open to
exceptions in the abortion situation.
Parsons (1987) further indicated that moral and
personal reasoning applied to abortion may be reflective of
a broader tendency to perceive ambiguous or complex situa¬
tions in a relatively open- or closed-minded fashion. A
general tendency toward abortion dogmatism may explain moral
reasoning.
Rokeach's {I960) development of the dogmatism con¬
struct was motivated by the prevailing view of "authoritar¬
ianism." Authoritarianism referred to authoritarianism
of the right, or fascism. Rokeach (1960) sought to refine a
construct specifically concerning the process of adhering to
a belief system rather than the specific beliefs held, i.e.,
fascism. To look at general authoritarianism, or rigid
closed-raindedness, Rokeach (1960) considered intensity of
belief instead of valence.
Rokeach (1960) further indicated that dogmatism
refers to rigid adherence to a belief system with little
consideration of text or exception. Rokeach (1960) stated
that is the kind of thinking that has been ascribed to moral
reasoners. In contrast, personal reasoners resemble the
open-minded person Rokeach (1960) described as being able to
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perceive and evaluate situations outside the confines of an
absolute belief system. Rokeach (1960) also indicated that
this general personality characteristic is more likely
associated with men's reasoning, as men, necessarily, rely
on less personal and more general views in determining their
positions on abortion.
Religiosity
According to Parsons (1987) , previous investigations
have found consistently that religious affiliations, as well
as frequency of church attendance, are implant predictors of
abortion attitudes. She noted that, generally. Catholics
are more opposed to abortion than Protestants, while Jews
and nonreligious affiliates are most favorable. Parsons
(1987) found that frequent church attenders are most likely
to oppose abortion on moral grounds.
Parsons (1987) further contended that religious
affiliation is a potent predictor of reasoning about abor¬
tion. In other words. Parsons (1987) stated that church
attendance is associated with reasoning. It is likely that
an individual's perceptions of his or her religiosity and
spirituality are also related to the type of reasoning used.
Subjects who perceive themselves as more religious are those
who tend to govern themselves according to religious and
moral precepts. According to Parsons (1987) , these subjects
would be more likely to use moral reasoning. Those subjects
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for whom religion is not important would not have the same
kind of religious code influencing their perceptions, so
that their judgments would be relatively free of absolute
prescriptions and open to relativistic reasoning. Because
religiosity can be seen as a general personality character¬
istic, it is probably more highly associated with men's
reasoning than with women's.
Attitude Toward Moral Reasoning
Parsons (1987) contended that moral reasoning about
abortion is highly associated with negative attitudes toward
the issue, while those who advocate personal reasoning are
more likely to be in favor of abortion. One measure of
attitude about abortion is the number of circumstances under
which abortion is deemed acceptable and justified. Parsons
(1987) , in reviewing National Opinion Research Center
surveys regarding abortion conducted from the late 1960s
until 1987, found that respondents varied in their accep¬
tance of abortion for "hard reasons," e.g., physical health
of the mother, and "soft reasons," e.g., social or personal
choice to avoid having children. Barnartt and Harris (1982)
noted that studies have shown that approval levels for
abortion, under adverse physical circumstances, may be twice
as high as those for social and personal reasons. Parsons
(1987) further contended that it is likely that moral
reasoners approve of abortion in fewer circumstances than
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personal reasoners and that this is true for men and women.
Both men's and women's reasoning should be highly associated
with their attitudes toward abortion.
Parsons (1987) asserted that some people who would
be classified as personal reasoners because they feel a
woman should be able to choose whether or not to have an
abortion are actually morally opposed to abortion. In this
case, according to Parsons (1987) , the libertarian notion
that opinions are relative and that everyone has a right to
his or her own choices in life supersedes one's own moral
distaste of the issue. For example, in the pilot study
undertaken to investigate moral and personal reasoning in
university students, only 13 percent of the respondents
(n = 134) could be described as moral reasoners. It was
further indicated, by Parsons (1987), that it was unknown
whether this result was due to the small proportion of
people with moral views on the subject or to a large
proportion of people who reason morally but still feel that
their own views cannot influence others' choices.
Beliefs About Abortion in
Different Periods in Pregnancy
Parsons (1987) asserted that an important related
attitude variable is one's belief, regarding the point in a
woman's pregnancy, when abortions should not be performed.
This belief, she contended, may be based on the conviction
that the fetus becomes a life at a given point in pregnancy
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or on concern for the mother's medical safety. Smetana
(1981, 1982) defined "moral" and "personal" reasoning on the
basis of one's beliefs about the life of the fetus, since
belief that the fetus has a life during pregnancy versus
after birth correlated so highly with moral and personal
reasoning, respectively. She also classified as "coordin¬
ated reasoners" women who perceived the issue as a personal
one until the point in pregnancy when the fetus was deemed a
life and the issue became a moral one.
According to Parsons (1987) , for those who believe
that the fetus is a human life, opposition to abortion on
the grounds that it is a form of murder is a logical
conclusion. Following that premise, said Parsons (1987) ,
opposition to abortion at the point in a woman's pregnancy
when the fetus is deemed a life makes sense. She continued
by indicating that those with the most moral and nonpermis-
sive reasoning about abortion are likely to be those who
believe that the fetus is a life at conception, so that
terminating a pregnancy is terminating a human's life.
Personal reasoners are most concerned with the autonomy of
women in their being able to choose abortion until the time,
if there is one, when the fetus is a life that is judged to
have equal rights, and this becomes an important aspect of
the personal reasoner's total conceptualization of the
issue. Parsons (1987) further stated that beliefs about the
life of the fetus, in terms of the period in the pregnancy
are important determiners of reasoning about abortion.
CHAPTER III
RESEARCH METHODOLOGY
A survey research technique was utilized in this
study. The researcher utilized a carefully designed survey
of African American subjects' reasoning about abortion
issues. The focus was on the subjects' reasoning from
moralf personalr religious, educationalr economical, and
socioeconomic perspectives.
Population and Sample
The population for this study consisted of African
Americans who were categorized as follows: (1) college
students, (2) graduate students, or (3) other adults. The
chronological ages ranged from 19 to 80. Their religious
affiliations were primarily Protestant, but some persons
were affiliated with other religions. Their educational
attainment varied from undergraduate through graduate
levels. Their socioeconomic status consisted of low-middle
class to upper-upper class. The students were from homes
located in various states, but the other adult subjects




The sample consisted of a stratified selection of
subjects. A wide variety of responses were sought. The
ages of the undergraduate students ranged from 19 to 22, the
graduate students from 25 and above, and the nonstudent
subjects' ages varied widely. The subjects' levels of
educational attainment varied from undergraduate through
graduate school. The levels of their socioeconomic status
varied from lower-middle to upper-upper classes. They came
from a wide variety of homes located throughout the United
States. Their gender consisted of male and female. Their
marital statuses consisted of single, married, divorced, and
widowed. Some were parents, and others were not.
Procedures
The researcher contacted the groups of subjects
involved in the study. The undergraduate students were
asked to meet the researcher in a preselected room that was
easily accessible to everyone at a specified hour. The
research instruments were distributed, and subjects were
asked to complete the instrument and return it to the
researcher.
The graduate students were contacted and asked to
meet the researcher in a predetermined place to complete the
instruments and return them to the researcher. The
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nonstudent group was contacted and asked to complete the
instruments and return them to the researcher.
The sample consisted of a minimum of seventy-five
persons. A minimum success level of return of usable copies
was 70 percent of the instruments distributed.
Instruments
Two instruments were used to obtain the information
needed to complete this study. These instruments are
described in the sections below.
The Personal Data Survey
The Personal Data Survey was developed by the
researcher to be used to obtain specific demographic infor¬
mation about the participants. The instrument was judged,
by a panel of experts, to have face validity for this study.
The reliability was judged to be acceptable. The instrument
was not field tested; however, expert supervision was pro¬
vided in the development of each item and the organization
and location of all items. There was no time limit within
which the person made choices, nor were there penalties for
failing to do so.
The Reasoning About Abortion Questionnaire
The Reasoning About Abortion Questionnaire was
developed and used in previous research. It was developed
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to obtain people's views about abortion issues. This
instrument has been field tested and revised (Parsons 1987) .
It consists of twenty items categorized as follows: ten
personal items (Items 1, 3, 7, 8, 9, 11, 13, 14, 17, and
20) , nine moral items (Items 2, 4, 5, 6, 10, 12, 16, 18, and
19), and one social conventional item (Item 15). The
instrument was judged to be valid and reliable for the
purpose of this study. Each participant used a pencil to
indicate choices for items on the instrument.
Data Analysis
Descriptive statistical techniques were utilized
to analyze the data. These included frequencies and
percentages.
Human Subjects Contract
A human subjects contract was not needed for this
study. However, participants were asked to sign a consent
form agreeing to participate in this study about "abortion"
among college students and noncollege students.
CHAPTER IV
RESULTS
The purpose of this study was to investigate the
dynamics of the reasoning of anti-abortion and pro-choice
proponents of the abortion issue. More specifically, the
writer performed the following tasks in conducting this
study:
1. Information was obtained about anti-abortion and
pro-choice proponents' attitudes toward the issue.
2. Information was obtained about the type of
information anti-abortion and pro-choice proponents have
about the abortion issue.
3. The attitudes of anti-abortion and pro-choice
proponents were compared.
4. The nature and quality of the information
possessed by anti-abortion and pro-choice proponents were
critically evaluated.
5. The results of this study were used to suggest
ways students specifically and people generally can be





Results are organized into two sections: Section A
and Section B. Section A includes demographic information,
and Section B includes statistical results on hypotheses and
related concepts.
Section A; Demographic Information
Data were obtained from the profile sheet to
describe the sample used in this study. The demographic
variables of interest were from college students, graduate
students, or other adults.
Table 1 contains information about the levels of
educational achievement of the participants of this study.
Table 1.—Participants' Educational Attainment
Educational Level Number Percent
Less Than High School 9 3.6
High School 153 61.2
Baccalaureate School 47 18.8
Graduate School 24 9.6
Professional Training 17 6.8
Totals: 250 100.0
The most salient feature of the data in table 1 is
the generally high level of education the participants had
achieved. Most of them, 153 or 61.2 percent, indicated they
were high school graduates. Another observation is that 88
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(35 percent) indicated that they had achieved educational
levels above the high school level.
Table 2 contains information about the participants'
religious affiliations.
Table 2.—Participants' Religious Affiliations
Type of Church Affiliation Number Percent
Baptist 75 30.0
United Methodist 68 27 .2
Catholic 40 16.0
Seventh Day Adventist 7 2.8
Muslim 11 4.4
Atheist 1 0.4
African Methodist Episcopal 6 2.4





From an observation of the information in table 2,
it can be seen that the majority of these participants
indicated they were affiliated with Protestant religious
organizations. Approximately 61 percent (153) indicated
this to be the case. The others indicated affiliations with
a variety of religious organizations.
Table 3 contains information about respondents'
spirituality. According to this informationr all 250 (100
percent) of the respondents indicated that they believed in
a great spiritual power.
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Table 3.—Participants' Spirituality
Categories of Spirituality Number Percent
I Believe in God 185 74.0
I Believe in Jesus 50 20.0
I Have No Belief in God 0 0.0
I Have No Belief in Jesus 0 0.0
I Believe in Jehovah 3 1.2
I Believe in Allah 12 4.8
Totals: 250 100.0
Table 4 contains information about participants'
church participation. The majority of these participants
(155 or 62 percent) indicated that they did not play roles
in their churches. This may be attributed to the small
number of specific offices available in their churches.
Table 4.—Participants' Church Participation
































Table 5 contains information about participants'
chronological ages. Several observations can be made of the
information in table 5. First, 76 (30.4 percent) of the
respondents indicated that they were in the age range of
15-19. In addition, 92 (36.8 percent) indicated that they
were in the age range of 20-39. Another 62 respondents
(24.8 percent) indicated that they were in the age range of
40-59. Finally, 20 (8 percent) indicated that they were in
the age range of 60 or above.
Table 5.—Participants' Chronological Ages















85 or above 0 0.0
Totals: 250 100.0
Table 6 contains information about the respondents'
economic status.
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Table 6.—Participants' Economic Status



































Again/ several observations can be made about the
information in table 6. First/ 70 (28 percent) indicated
that their annual income range was $5/000-$9/999, Another
102 respondents (40.8 percent) indicated an annual income
range of $10/000-$29/999. Fifty-six (22.4 percent) indi¬
cated an annual income range of $30/000-$59/999. Finally/
22 (8.8 percent) indicated an annual income range of $60/000
or above/ with 10 (4 percent) of these indicating an annual
income range of $75/000-$79/999.
Table 7 contains information about the participants'
social status
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Table 7.—Participants' Social Status
Social Status Levels Number Percent
Lower Class 20 8.0
Lower Middle Class 52 20.8
Middle Class 123 49.2
Upper Middle Class 38 15.2
Upper Class 16 6.4
Upper Upper Class 1 0.4
Totals: 250 100.0
The most salient observation that can be made about
the information in table 7 is thatr generally, the partici¬
pants indicated they had good and wholesome attitudes toward
their levels of social status. However, 20 (8 percent)
indicated that they viewed themselves as being in the lower
class. Most of these participants (213 or 85.2 percent)
indicated that they viewed themselves as being in the middle
class. Seventeen (6.8 percent) indicated that they viewed
themselves as being in the upper class, with one of these
indicating himself/herself as being in the upper-upper
class.
Section Bt Statistical Results of
Hypotheses and Related Concepts
Table 8 contains information about the participants'
responses to the items relating to abortion.





Items n % n % n % n % n % n %
1. Abortion is a matter of
personal choice.
34 13.6 16 6.4 69 27.6 32 12.8 99 39.6 250 100.0
2. Abortion is a threat to
our society.
53 21.2 69 27.6 67 26.8 29 11.6 32 12.8 250 100.0
3. A woman should have con¬
trol over vAiat is hc4)pen-
ing to her owi body by
having the option to
choose abortion.
29 11.6 18 7.2 48 19.2 45 18.0 no 44.0 250 100.0
4. Only God, not people,
can decide if a fetus
should live.
34 13.6 25 10.0 68 27.2 77 30.8 46 18.4 250 100.0
5. Even if one believes
that there may be some
exceptions, abortion is
still basically wrong.
38 15.2 44 17.6 65 26.0 49 19.6 54 21.6 250 100.0
6. Abortion violates an 52 20.8 31 12.4 64 25.6 50 20.0 53 21.2 250 100.0
unborn person's funda¬










Items n % n % n % n % n % n %
7. A woman should be able
to exercise her rights
to self-determination
by choosing to have an
abortion.
39 15.6 19 7.6 50 20.0 56 22.4 86 34.4 250 100.0
8. CXitlawing abortion could
take away a wman's
sense of self and per¬
sonal autonomy.
38 15.2 32 12.8 49 19.6 74 29.6 57 22.8 250 100.0
9. Outlawing abortion
violates a woman's civil
rights.
39 15.6 25 10.0 61 24.4 55 22.0 70 28.0 250 100.0
10. Abortion is morally
unacceptable and
unjustified.
42 16.8 54 21.6 71 28.4 43 17.2 40 16.0 250 100.0
11. In my reasoning, the 41 16.4 40 16.0 96 38.4 39 15.6 34 13.6 250 100.0
notion that an unborn
fetus may be a human life











Items n % n % n % n % n % n %
12. Abortion can be
described as taking a
life unjustly.
41 16.4 46 18.4 62 24.8 54 21.6 47 18.8 250 100.0
13. A woman should have the
right to decide to have
an abortion based on her
own life circumstances.
25 10.0 19 7.6 53 21.2 68 27.2 85 34.0 250 100.0
14. If a woman feels that
having a child might
ruin ter life she should
consider abortion.
52 20.8 58 23.2 64 25.6 37 14.8 39 15.6 250 100.0
15. Abortion could destroy
the sanctity of mother¬
hood.
40 16.0 51 20.4 73 29.2 50 20.0 36 14.4 250 100.0
16. An unborn fetus is a 36 14.4 22 8.8 92 36.8 49 19.6 51 20.4 250 100.0










Items n % n % n % n % n % n %
17. If a woman feels she
can't care for a baby
she should be able to
have an abortion.
58 23.2 47 18.8 59 23.6 40 16.0 46 18.4 250 100.0
18. Abortion is the
destruction of one life
for the convenience of
another.
40 16.0 41 16.4 69 27.6 49 19.6 51 20.4 250 100.0
19. Abortion is the same as
murder.
53 21.2 48 19.2 71 28.4 38 15.2 40 16.0 250 100.0
20. Even if one believes
that abortion is wrong,
it is still a woman's
right to choose v^ether
or not to have one.




Many observations can be made about the data in
table 8. First, the majority of these respondents (131 or
52.4 percent) indicated that abortion is a matter of
personal choice, while 50 (20 percent) disagreed and 69
(27.6 percent) indicated that they had mixed feelings about
this item. In addition, 122 (48.8 percent) indicated that
they did not think abortion is a threat to society, while 61
(24.4 percent) disagreed and 67 (26.8 percent) indicated
they had mixed feelings about this item. One hundred fifty-
five (62 percent) indicated they thought a woman should have
control over what happens to her body by having the option
to choose abortion, while 47 (18.8 percent) disagreed and 48
(19.2 percent) had mixed feelings about this item. One
hundred twenty-three (49.2 percent) of these respondents
indicated that they agreed that only God can decide if a
fetus should live, while 59 (23.6 percent) disagreed and 68
(27.2 percent) had mixed feelings about this item.
Furthermore, 103 (41.2 percent) of the participants
indicated that even if one believes that there may be some
exceptions, abortion is basically wrong; 55 (22 percent)
disagreed, and 65 (26 percent) had mixed feelings about this
item. One hundred three (41.2 percent) of the participants
indicated that abortion violates an unborn person's funda¬
mental right to life, 83 (33.2 percent) disagreed, and 64
(25.6 percent) indicated they had mixed feelings about this
item. In addition, 142 (56.8 percent) of these respondents
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indicated that a woman should be able to exercise her right
to self-determination by choosing to have an abortion, 58
(23.2 percent) disagreed, and 50 (20 percent) indicated
mixed feelings about this item. One hundred thirty-one
(52.4 percent) of these respondents agreed that outlawing
abortion could take away a woman's sense of self and
personal autonomy, 70 (28 percent) disagreed, and 49 (19.6
percent) indicated mixed feelings about this item. One
hundred twenty-five (50 percent) of the respondents indi¬
cated that outlawing abortion violates a woman's civil
rights, 64 (25.6 percent) disagreed, and 61 (24.4 percent)
had mixed feelings on this item.
Eighty-three (33.2 percent) of these respondents
agreed that abortion is morally unacceptable and unjusti¬
fied, 96 (38.4 percent) disagreed, and 71 (28.4 percent)
indicated mixed feelings on this item. Seventy-three (29.2
percent) of the respondents agreed that the notion that an
unborn fetus may be a human life is not a deciding issue in
considering abortion, 80 (32.4 percent) disagreed, and 96
(38.4 percent) indicated mixed feelings about this item.
One hundred one (40.4 percent) of the respondents agreed
that abortion can be described as taking a life unjustly, 87
(34.8 percent) disagreed, and 62 (24.8 percent) indicated
mixed feelings on this item. Further, 153 (61.2 percent) of
the respondents agreed that a woman should have the right to
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decide to have an abortion based on her own life circum¬
stances, 44 (17.6 percent) disagreed, and 53 (21.2 percent)
indicated mixed feelings on this item. Seventy-six (30.4
percent) of the respondents agreed that if a woman feels
that having a child might ruin her life, she should consider
abortion; 110 (44 percent) disagreed, and 64 (25.6 percent)
indicated mixed feelings toward this item.
Eighty-six (34.4 percent) of the respondents agreed
that an abortion could destroy the sanctity of motherhood,
91 (36.4 percent) disagreed, and 73 (29.2 percent) indicated
that they had mixed feelings about this item. One hundred
(40 percent) of these respondents agreed that an unborn
fetus is a viable human being with rights, 58 (23.2 percent)
disagreed, and 92 (36.8 percent) indicated mixed feelings
toward this item. Eighty-six (34.4 percent) of these
respondents agreed that if a woman feels she cannot care for
a baby, she should be able to have an abortion; 105 (42
percent) disagreed, and 59 (23.6 percent) indicated mixed
feelings about this item. One hundred (40 percent) of these
respondents agreed that abortion is the destruction of one
life for the convenience of another, 81 (32.4 percent)
disagreed, and 69 (27.6 percent) indicated they had mixed
feelings about this item. Seventy-eight (31.2 percent) of
these respondents agreed that an abortion is the same as
murder, 101 (40.4 percent) disagreed, and 71 (28.4 percent)
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indicated they had mixed feelings about this item. Finallyr
173 (69.2 percent) of these respondents agreed that even
if one believes that an abortion is wrong, it is still a
woman's right to choose whether or not to have an abortion;
40 (16 percent) disagreed, and 37 (14.8 percent) indicated
they had mixed feelings about this issue.
Summary of Findings
The major findings from this study are summarized in
this section.
1. Only nine (3.6 percent) of these respondents
indicated that they had achieved an educational level below
the high school level. The others (241 or 96.4 percent)
indicated that they had achieved levels of education ranging
from high school to professional training.
2. Two hundred forty-nine (99 percent) of these
participants indicated that they were affiliated with a
religious organization.
3. All of the participants (100 percent) indicated
that they believed in a greater spiritual power.
4. One hundred fifty-two (62 percent) of these
participants indicated that they played no roles in their
churches, except being a member.
5. The majority of these respondents' chrono¬
logical ages ranged from early adulthood to middle age.
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6. Seventy (28 percent) of these respondents
indicated that their annual income fell within the $5,000-
$9,999 range. However, the income range varied among the
other respondents up to $75,000-$79,999.
7. Only 20 (8 percent) of these respondents clas¬
sified themselves in the lower class. All others classified
themselves from lower middle class to upper upper class.
8. One hundred thirty-one (52.4 percent) of these
respondents indicated that they thought abortion is a matter
of personal choice, while 119 (47.6 percent) disagreed or
had mixed feelings.
9. One hundred twenty-two (48.8 percent) of the
respondents indicated that they did not think abortion is a
threat to society, while 128 (51.2 percent) either disagreed
or had mixed feelings.
10. One hundred fifty-five (62 percent) of these
respondents indicated that they thought a woman should have
control over what happens to her body by having the option
to choose abortion, and 66 (26.4 percent) either disagreed
or had mixed feelings about this issue.
11. One hundred twenty-three (49.2 percent) of
these respondents indicated that only God can decide if a
fetus should live, while 127 (50.8 percent) disagreed or had
mixed feelings about this issue.
12. One hundred three (41.2 percent) of these
respondents indicated that even if one believes that there
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may be some exceptions, abortion is basically wrong? 147
(58.8 percent) either disagreed or had mixed feelings about
this issue.
13. One hundred three (41.2 percent) of these
respondents indicated that abortion violates an unborn
person's fundamental right to life, and 147 (58.8 percent)
either disagreed or had mixed feelings about this issue.
14. One hundred forty-two (56.8 percent) of these
respondents indicated that a woman should be able to
exercise her rights to self-determination by choosing to
have an abortion, and 108 (43.2 percent) either disagreed or
had mixed feelings about this issue.
15. One hundred thirty-one (52.4 percent) of these
respondents agreed that outlawing abortion could take away a
woman's sense of self and personal autonomy, and 119 (47.6
percent) either disagreed or had mixed feelings about this
issue.
16. One hundred twenty-five (50 percent) of the
respondents indicated that outlawing abortion violates a
woman's civil rights, and 125 (50 percent) either disagreed
or had mixed feelings on this issue.
17. Eighty-three (33.2 percent) of these respon¬
dents indicated that abortion is morally unacceptable and
unjustified, and 167 (66.8 percent) either disagreed or had
mixed feelings on this issue.
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18. Seventy-three (29.2 percent) of these respon¬
dents indicated that the notion that an unborn fetus may be
a human life is not a deciding issue in considering abor¬
tion, and 176 (70.4 percent) either disagreed or had mixed
feelings about this issue.
19. One hundred one (40.4 percent) of these respon¬
dents indicated that abortion can be described as taking a
life unjustly, and 149 (59.6 percent) either disagreed or
had mixed feelings on this issue.
20. One hundred fifty-three (61.2 percent) of these
respondents indicated that a woman should have the right to
decide to have an abortion based on her own life circum¬
stances, and 97 (38.8 percent) either disagreed or had mixed
feelings on this issue.
21. Seventy-six (30.4 percent) of these respondents
indicated that if a woman feels that having a child might
ruin her life, she should consider abortion; 174 (69.6
percent) either disagreed or had mixed feelings toward this
issue.
22. Eighty-six (34.4 percent) of these respondents
indicated that an abortion could destroy the sanctity of
motherhood, and 164 (65.6 percent) disagreed or had mixed
feelings about this issue.
23. One hundred (40 percent) of these respondents
indicated that an unborn fetus is a viable human being with
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rights, and 150 (60 percent) either disagreed or had mixed
feelings toward this issue.
24. Eighty-six (34.4 percent) of these respondents
indicated that if a woman feels she cannot care for a baby,
she should be able to have an abortion; 164 (65.6 percent)
either disagreed or had mixed feelings about this issue.
25. One hundred (40 percent) of these respondents
indicated that abortion is the destruction of one life for
the convenience of another, and 150 (60 percent) either
disagreed or had mixed feelings about this issue.
26. Seventy-eight (31.2 percent) of these respon¬
dents indicated that an abortion is the same as murder, and
172 (68.8 percent) either disagreed or had mixed feelings
about this issue.
27. One hundred seventy-three (69.2 percent) of
these respondents indicated that even if one believes that
an abortion is wrong, it is still a woman's right to choose
whether or not to have an abortion; 77 (30.8 percent) either
disagreed or had mixed feelings about this issue.
CHAPTER V
FINDINGS, DISCUSSION, CONCLUSIONS, IMPLICATIONS,
AND RECOMMENDATIONS
Purpose
The purpose of this study was to investigate the
dynamics of the reasoning of anti-abortion and pro-choice
proponents of the abortion issue. However, many researchers
have been interested in the positive and the negative
attitudes toward the issue. This research has examined
ideological and attitudinal variables that underscore
approval or rejection of abortion.
Summary of Related Literature
Studies in the 1960s and early 1970s examined atti¬
tudes toward practice and legalization of abortion (Blake
1971, Jones and Westoff 1972, Mileti and Barnett 1972,
Westoff 1969) . These studies revealed that attitudes toward
abortion were more favorable among those with higher educa¬
tional levels and among those who were non-Catholic. The
same studies reported that white women were more favorable
toward abortion than nonwhite women (Jones and Westoff 1972,
Westoff 1969) . However, Mileti and Barnett (1972) found no
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significant racial differences when other factors, such as
income and education, were controlled.
This research, like that of the 1960s and 1970s,
also indicated that the educational levels, participation in
religious activities, age, income, and social and economic
factors influenced attitudes toward abortion. One hundred
thirty-one (52.4 percent) of the 250 participants indicated
that they thought abortion was a matter of personal choice.
One hundred twenty-two (48.8 percent) indicated that
they did not think abortion was a threat to society. One
hundred fifty-five (62 percent) of these respondents indi¬
cated that they thought a woman should have control over her
own body, while 95 (38 percent) either disagreed or had
mixed feelings about this issue.
Moreover, the studies in the 1960s and 1970s agree
that abortion is a matter of personal choice unrelated to
social, economic, or religious factors. However, additional
factors found to be related to abortion attitudes in those
studies were city size (Miletti and Barnett 1972) , age
(Westoff 1969), and gender (Blake 1971). Notwithstanding,
the most important factor in explaining a person's attitude
toward abortion was educational attainment in these studies.
One hundred fifty-five (62 percent) of the parti¬
cipants in this research study indicated that they thought a
woman should have control of her own body. These same 155
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participants reported that educational attainment is a major
factor in attitudes toward abortion.
The studies done in the late 1960s and the 1970s
revealed that one's religiosity# as measured by church
attendance# has been found to be strongly related to abor¬
tion (e.g.# Granberg 1978# Westoff 1969). These studies
also revealed that more data are needed on the question of
whether general social conservatism is related to abortion
opposition. Social conservatism is related to general
conventionality and regular church attendance.
This research study# unlike the research studies of
the late 1960s and the 1970s# showed that religion may be a
factor in attitudes toward abortion when studying major¬
ities. All participants in this study reported themselves
as being African American; 123 (49.2 percent) of the parti¬
cipants indicated that only God can decide if a fetus should
live# while 127 (50.8 percent) disagreed or had mixed
feelings about this issue.
Further studies have shown that by the late 1970s
the study of abortion included five aspects: (1) attitudes
toward sexuality# (2) attitudes toward women's roles#
(3) general conservatism in political and social matters#
(4) religiosity# and (5) desire for life and definition of
its beginning. However# this study was focused mainly on
the moral# personal# religious# economic# and socioeconomic
perspectives.
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Studies from the late 1960s and through the 1980s
noted that beliefs about abortion could be clustered into
two types, reflecting the moral and personal domains of
social reasoning (Knutson 1973, Rossi 1967, Schur 1965,
Smetana and Adler 1969, and Werner 1976). By the late
1980s, another component surrounding the moral issue was
defined by the belief that the fetus is a viable human life
and that abortion is murder (Parsons 1987) . Parsons (1987)
also raised a second cluster of beliefs about abortion con¬
cerning women's rights to self-determination and the belief
that choice regarding abortion is important in maintaining
women's self-determination in controlling reproduction and
in protecting the health and freedom of women.
Findings
This study revealed that, even if one believes that
there may be some exceptions, abortion is basically wrong.
However, over one-half of the participants disagreed or had
mixed feelings about the issue. Further, this study indi¬
cated that abortion violates an unborn person's fundamental
right to life. One hundred forty-seven (58.8 percent) of
those surveyed either disagreed or had mixed feelings about
this issue. One hundred forty-two (56.8 percent) of the
participants in this study also indicated that a woman
should be able to exercise her rights to self-determination
by choosing to have an abortion. One hundred thirty-three
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(53.2 percent) of these respondents agreed that outlawing
abortion could take away a woman's sense of self and per¬
sonal autonomy. The 250 participants (100 percent) of this
study were evenly divided on the issue that outlawing
abortion violates a woman's civil rights; 125 (50 percent)
agreed, and 125 (50 percent) disagreed or had mixed feelings
on this issue.
During the late 1980s the traditional viewpoint was
centered around a set of rules based on traditional values
associated with moral reasoning about abortion, which has
also been defined as more absolutistic and rule-governed
thinking.
One hundred twenty-two (48.8 percent) of the parti¬
cipants in this study indicated that they did not think
abortion is a threat to society. However, 128 (51.2
percent) either disagreed or had mixed feelings. If, as
Parsons (1987) explained, traditionalism refers to the
tendency to reason and act according to traditional social
values, then the 128 (51.2 percent) participants in this
study indicated by their responses that they have the tradi¬
tional social values and that, as traditionalists, they
regard abortion as a threat to society.
Discussion
The findings support the notion that personal
reasoners believed that the fetus was not a human being.
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This notion was consistent with a notion reported by Smetana
(1981, 1982). These reasoners believed that a woman ought
to be able to choose an abortion without moral or legal
restraints. Another group of reasoners, called moral
reasoners, considered the fetus a human being. This group
felt that abortion was the moral equivalent of murder. Some
other reasoners can be called coordinated reasoners. They
regarded personal choice to be appropriate until the
advanced stages of pregnancy. Once a fetus was a human
being, moral considerations became paramount. Some subjects
were so uncoordinated that their beliefs were clearly not
articulated enough to be classified. This was also congru¬
ent with some of Smetana's findings (1981, 1982).
Recently, the right-to-life controversy and reli¬
gious movements seem to have become very vocal and particu¬
larly volatile. Research findings, such as those of Smetana
(1981, 1982) and Parsons, Richards, and Ranter (1990),
support this notion. More solid and valid research findings
are badly needed to help improve our understanding of
people's attitudes toward abortion. Such research seems to
be critical to useful counseling and intervention. Clin¬
icians are aware of the need for such research results.
However, there is a lack of valid instruments. Some prog¬
ress has been made, e.g.. Parsons, Richards, and Ranter
(1990) . Bardis (1972a, 1972b) and Maxwell (1970) also
believed that most currently used measuring instruments were
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weak and unable to provide the quality of valid and solid
empirically derived data desired by researchers of the
abortion issue. The writer concurs with this point of view.
It is hoped that more researchers will produce more valid
research results empirically derived to meet the expecta¬
tions of future researchers.
Many persons seemed to reject abortion because it
was a logical extension of the belief that a fetus is a
human life from the moment of conception. These arguments
may have been conceptualized morally. Emphasis seemed to
have been consistently placed on the importance of moral
justifications in deciding the right action a woman who is
considering abortion should take.
Some references were made to religious beliefs as
the bases of their thoughts. Some reasoners seemed to have
extended their reasoning to society by expressing the con¬
viction that a woman should have control over her body and
its reproductive functions. This notion seems to be con¬
gruent with that expressed in Parsons, Richards, and Ranter
(1990) . Some moral reasoners seemed to believe an abortion
was morally justified when the mother's life was at risk.
They seemed to conclude that one life should not be
exchanged for another.
Timing seems to be important, because some persons
seemed to have thought that the right to life of a fetus
took precedence over a woman's right to an abortion once the
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fetus was deemed to have developed into a human being,
probably after the first trimester.
Were these respondents morally opposed to abortion?
No answer is available from these results. Can a sharp
distinction be made between thinking about abortion as an
abstraction and thinking about it in personal terms?
The findings of this study suggest that most people
think that abortion should be the personal choice of the
woman. The influencing factor could also be educational
level of the sample. Within the context of a democratic and
pluralistic society, a high school education, which most of
the sample had, does not encourage discussion on individual
thinking, free speech, and protection of individual rights
under the First Amendment. With this type education, indi¬
viduals are more likely to adopt personal choice on the
issue of abortion, as education is not a factor in the
decision process.
Additionally, for older individuals in the sample,
there could be a moral issue based on the strengths of their
religious beliefs. As Williams (1993) indicated, values,
beliefs, and choices are critical components in our attempts
to be consistently functional. He further said that "Values
and beliefs guide our ability to recognize right from wrong,
make choices regarding friends, accept positions within
companies or select a significant other" (Williams 1993,
12) .
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According to Rokeach (1968), placement of beliefs,
focusing particularly on "Derived Beliefs," means that
believing in the validity and credibility of a particular
authority or reference group establishes acceptance of other
beliefs that emanate from religious and political institu¬
tions to which one looks for guidance. An example of
derived beliefs from religious and political institutions
could include the Moral Majority's views on abortion, views
on fiscal responsibility, or affirmative action. An
authority belief is based on trusting authorities, such as
the World Book Encyclopedia, the New York Tiroes, the Wall
Street Journal, the American Psychological Association, or
the Surgeon General's office (Rokeach 1968). Therefore, for
the young people in this study, attitudes may not be morally
based. Their views may be based on family views or peer
group influences because their indiviual moral systems are
not fully developed.
Conclusion
In conclusion, based on this study's findings, the
majority of the sample agreed that abortion is a matter of
the woman's personal choice. Therefore, the majority of the
sample did not support the view that abortion should be
justified economically. Moreover, the majority did not
support the idea that the fetus is a human being with
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rights, nor did the majority think that abortion is mainly a
moral issue.
Moreover, based on the results of this study,
Rokeach's (1968) placement of beliefs seems to be quite
clear in the minds of the sample participants, showing that
authority beliefs, which are those beliefs of our primitive
beliefs for which we must obtain both positive and negative
validation. According to Rokeach (1968), our reference
persons, groups, and systems establish a legitimation
process for the way in which we view the world and the
boundaries for what is important in our family, peer groups,
ethnic groups, political groups, and the legal system.
Authority beliefs are more easily changed than primitive
beliefs. Significant emotional events can alter authority
beliefs, such as reference groups changing their stance,
according to Rokeach (1968) .
Implications
Studies need to be done based on the age of the
population, because it is not clear from this study what
could be influencing the attitudes of the younger members of
this sample. Studies need to focus on the importance of
belief systems on individual and communal choices. Studies
need to be conducted on the value of abortion in lower
economic populations and higher economic populations, with




Further research is indicated in the comparison of
(1) African Americans to other ethnicities, (2) African
American students versus non-African American students, (3)
African American males versus African American females, and
(4) African American males and females versus males and
females of other ethnicities, as well as various combina¬
tions of these groups and others not listed.
APPENDIX A
INTRODUCTORY LETTER TO CLASSROOM PROFESSORS




This letter comes regarding our conversation of August 30,
1996. I am a doctoral student at Clark Atlanta University
with a major in the Department of Counseling and Psycho¬
logical Services.
I am presently about to embark upon the writing of my
dissertation proposal. The title of my proposed study is
"An Investigation of African Americans' Reasoning Regarding
Abortion."
The purpose of this study will be to investigate the
dynamics of proponents of the "con" and "pro-life" abortion
issue. This study will be a descriptive survey of inter¬
personal and personal values on the abortion issue, util¬
izing 250 participants of whom 125 subjects will be
undergraduate and graduate students and the remaining 125
will be non-college students.
Confidentiality factors for this study will be regarded and
respected to the fullest extent of professional ethics.
Participants in this study will not be reported or referred
to by name for any reason.
Professor, I would appreciate your assistance in obtaining
permission to conduct my study with your class. I would
like to include students of your class in the sample. I
would greatly appreciate it if you would accommodate me
administering the survey at a mutually convenient time.
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If you wish further information concerning my proposed
study, please feel free to contact me at any time. I can be
reached at either of the following telephone numbers: (404)
880-8500 (daytime) or (404) 524-5683 (evening). I eagerly
await your response in this regard. Finally, I would be
most happy to share the results of my completed study with
you.
Thank you in advance for your support of my educational





INTRODUCTORY LETTER TO PASTORS




This letter comes regarding our conversation of August 28,
1996. I am a doctoral student at Clark Atlanta University
with a major in the Department of Counseling and Psycho¬
logical Services, I am presently about to embark upon the
writing of my dissertation proposal. The title of my
proposed study is "An Investigation of African Americans'
Reasoning Regarding Abortion."
The purpose of this study will be to investigate the
dynamics of proponents of the "con" and "pro-life" abortion
issue. This study will be a descriptive survey of inter¬
personal and personal values on the abortion issue, util¬
izing 250 participants of whom 125 subjects will be
undergraduate and graduate students and the remaining 125
will be non-college students.
Confidentiality factors for this study will be regarded and
respected to the fullest extent of professional ethics.
Participants in this study will not be reported or referred
to by name for any reason.
Pastor, I would appreciate your assistance in obtaining
permission to conduct my study within your church. I would
like to include members of your congregation in the sample.
I would greatly appreciate it if you would accommodate me
administering the survey at a mutually convenient time.
If you wish further information concerning my proposed
study, please feel free to contact me at any time. I can be
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reached at either of the following telephone numbers: (404)
880-8500 (daytime) or (404) 524-5683 (evening). I eagerly
await your response in this regard. Finally, I would be
most happy to share the results of my completed study with
you.
Thank you in advance for your support of my educational





INTRODUCTORY LETTER AND CONSENT FORM TO PARTICIPANTS
Dear Participant:
I am a doctoral student in the Counseling and Psychological
Services Department at Clark Atlanta University. I am
conducting a research study for my dissertation, and your
participation would be greatly appreciated.
The following questionnaire is about your attitude regarding
abortion. There are 20 statements with which you can
"STRONGLY DISAGREE," "DISAGREE," "AGREE," or "STRONGLY
AGREE," or you can have "MIXED FEELINGS" about the state¬
ment. Remember that there are no right or wrong answers.
Please indicate your age and gender on the first page of the
questionnaire. After completion, I will collect them from
you.




I, , hereby agree to
participate in this study about "Abortion" among college
students. I understand that my participation is voluntary
and that my responses will remain anonymous and confiden¬
tial. I further understand that some of the material on
this questionnaire reflects what may be considered sensitive
topics, and that I have the right to stop my participation






Instructions; Please carefully read each statement.
Examine all choices. Select those choices that you think
represent you. Put a checkmark by the choices you make.
Please respond to all items.
EDUCATIONAL ATTAINMENT
1. Are you currently enrolled in school?
Yes No
In the AU Center? Yes No
2. Indicate the level of education you have completed;




E. professional training (type?
MARITAL STATUS
3. Please indicate your marital status;
Single Married ^Divorced Widowed
GENDER/SEX















K. Other (please specify: )
SPIRITUALITY6.Please check the statement that you think represents
your beliefs:
A. I believe in God
B. I believe in Jesus
C. I have no belief in God
D. I have no belief in Jesus
E. I believe in Jehovah
F. I believe in Allah
CHURCH PARTICIPATION7.Please check the statement you think represents your
participation in church activities.
A. I serve as an Usher
B. I serve as a Deacon
C. I serve as a Trustee
D. I serve as a Sunday School Teacher
E. I serve as a Church Secretary
F. I serve as a Janitor
G. I serve as a Minister
H. I serve as a Pastor
J. I serve as an Assistant Pastor
K. I serve as a Choir Member
L. I serve as a Church Organist
M. I serve as a Member Only
N. I am not a church member
0. Other (please specify: )
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CHRONOLOGICAL AGE















O. 85 or over
9. Please check the statement that you think represents
















P. $80r000 or above
SOCIAL STATUS10.Please check the statement you think represents your
social-economic status:
A. Lower class
B. Lower middle class
C. Middle class
D. Upper middle class
E. Upper class
F. Upper upper Iclass
APPENDIX E
ABORTION QUESTIONNAIRE
AGE: GENDER; MALE ^FEMALE
The following statements are about prominent social issues.
Please read each statement carefully and indicate whether
you "Strongly Disagree," "Disagree," "Agree," or "Strongly
Agree" with each one, or whether you have "Mixed Feelings"
about the statement. Remember, there are no right or wrong
answers. Please don't skip any items.
1 = Strongly Disagree 4 = Agree
2 = Disagree 5 = Strongly Agree
3 = Mixed Feelings
Views About Abortion1.Abortion is a matter of personal
choice.
1 2 3 4 52.Abortion is a threat to our society. 123 4 53.A woman should have control over 12345
what is happening to her own body
by having the option to choose
abortion.4.Only God, not people, can decide
if a fetus should live.
1 2 3 4 5
5. Even if one believes that there
may be some exceptions, abortion
is still basically wrong.
6. Abortion violates an unborn
person's fundamental right to life.
1 2 3 4 5
1 2 3 4 5
7. A woman should be able to exercise 12345
her rights to self-determination by
choosing to have an abortion.
8. Outlawing abortion could take away 12345
a woman's sense of self and
personal autonomy.
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1 = strongly Disagree
2 = Disagree
3 = Mixed Feelings
4 = Agree
5 = Strongly Agree
1119.Outlawing abortion violates a
woman's civil rights.
10. Abortion is morally unacceptable
and unjustified.
11. In my reasoning, the notion that
an unborn fetus may be a human
life is not a deciding issue in
considering abortion.
1 2 3 4 5
1 2 3 4 5
1 2 3 4 512.Abortion can be described as taking 123
a life unjustly.
4 513.A woman should have the right to 12345
decide to have an abortion based
on her own life circumstances.
14. If a woman feels that having a 12345
child might ruin her life, she
should consider abortion.
15. Abortion could destroy the sanctity 12345
of motherhood.
16. An unborn fetus is a viable human 12345
being with rights.
17. If a woman feels she can't care 12345
for a baby, she should be able to
have an abortion.18.Abortion is the destruction of one 123
life for the convenience of another.
4 519.Abortion is the same as murder. 1 2 3 4 520.Even if one believes that abortion 12345
is wrong, it is still a woman's
right to choose whether or not to
have one.
(c) 1987 by Nancy Ranter Parsons
All Rights Reserved
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